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ons will wot oblige ur 10 anfwer- 
Amen to en. P. 126 
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PROSPECT | 


Dep TAE e, 
CASE in View, Se. 


35 eri 8. 
WW Am glad to find you :: 

qualified for the En-. Fa, 
gh on which you S e 


able in 
- are pleaſed to employ tis vic | 
me, with a Commendable jj with 
Favour to Peace. Our Bleſſed un 


Lord has intitled it to a Bea- 


titude. Meaning it, no doubt, 
no otherwiſe than as it is 
conſiſtent with our other Du- 
ties to Trutb, and the Inte- 
B 


reſts 


mer Fathers and Brethren 
whenever it ſhall 


A Further Proſpect of 
refts of the Catholick Church; 


and, I can aſſure you, that þ 


I am heartily ready to join 
Iſſue on theſe Terms, which 


are the only Solid Foundations 


for a Commendable and a 


Laſting Pee. The Favour I 


mean is no other than Tuch 


as may oblige us to deter- 
mine rather for Peace, where 
there is nat more certain Z- 
vidence againſt it, nor any 
more important Duties that 
are [nconfſtent with it. Tem 
therefore to examine whe- 


ther there beeither of theſe 


Reaſons in the Pleas you 
inſiſt on, that can hinder 
our Coalition with our for- 


pleaſe 

God that theC aſe in View ſhall 
happen? That is, when the 
Sees of our Holy Forge 
all 


- 


r 


oo. I. od, ED 


Tea rod raOL TY F 


Diſcourſe concerning the 


te Caſe in View, &c. * 3 
mall be fairly vacated by the 
Death, or Ceſton of the Right- 

ful Owners? | 

I begin, as your ſelf do, .. 2: 
with your later Suggeſtion. t« v0 
The rather, becauſe it has — 
the nearer Affinity with the 5,777.5 
Queſtion debated in my an. 


can 


4 when we 

Book, and will admit of the — 

eafter Reſolution on the Prin- . — 
eipies there already eſtabliſh- aculer 


ed. Lou conceive therefore . 
that after/ the Vacancy of all 

our Sees, though there re- 
main no Scbhiſm in England, 
yet there will ſtill remain 
a &huſm from other Biſhops in 


Communion with our Ho- 


Iy Fathers. And you inſtance 
particularly in the Bi/hops 
of Scotland. But, if you will 
be pleaſed to recollect what 
I have already ſaid in my 


B 2 Caſe 


Perſons ſo excluded from the 


I Further Proſect of 


Caſe in View, you will find 


that I have obviated this 
Objection. I have there 
ſhewn that the Schiſm from 
the Catholick Church diſfuſtve 


reſults from the Schiſm from 
a particular Church, as Separas 


tion from the Communion of a 
Particular Church obliges the 


Cburch in Heaven to reject all 


from the Heavenly and Archi- 
typal nion and Communion, 
who are any way divided 
from its Authorized Repreſens 
tative here on Earth; and as 


Heavenly Communion do theres: 
by loſe all Right to all Earthiß 
Communions, if the Governors of 
ſuch other Communions will in- 
deed maintain a Communion 
with Heaven, without which 
their Acts on Earth can ex- 
pect no Ratiſication in Heaven; 
2855 | thence 


. q̃Qü ² Q be 


4 : 
. 


wo. 


of 


the Caſe in View, 8c. 
thence it plainly follows, 
that where there is no Sepa- 
ration from the Local Church, 
the Right to the Celeſtial U- 
nion and Communion is ſtill re- 
tained. Which will conſe- 
quently intitle the Perſon, 
1o communicating with Hea- 
ven, to a Right to Communion 
withall thoſe Earthly Church- 
es, which are of the ſame 
Communion with the Church- 
Power of the Juriſiliction to 
which the Communicant does 
particularly belong. When 
therefore there is no Altar 
againſt Altar in England, how 
can there be any Separation 
in England? How then can 
any Communicant in England 
fail of the Benefits of the My- 


ftical Communion. in Heaven, + 


when he 1s not ſeparated 
from that Communion which 
| B 3 can 


3 


A Further Proſpect of 
can alone pretend, in Eng- 
land, to repreſent. God and 
Chriſt, as having vi/tble Heads 
and Principles of Unity? And 
which is otherwiſe qualified 
for that Myſtical Union, by be- 
ing true to all the Primitive 
and Original Fundamentals ? 
And how can any other 
Church, that believes the 
Church of England ſo qualifi- 
ed, refuſe her Communion to our 
Church's Communicants, when 
ſhe cannot deny them to 
have a Right to the Cœieſtial 
Communion, if Chriſt have any 
Church at all in England? 
It will be a virtual Renoun- 
cing her own Intereſt in the 
Heavenly Communion, if any 
Church ſhould reject from 
her own Communion thoſe 
whom ſhe has reaſon to be- 
leve entitled to the ns 
Nor 
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munion here on Earth, And 
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be fundamentally grounded 


the Cafe in View, &c, 


Nor could ſhe reafonably 
that her own Ac 
ſhould he ratified in Heaven, 


expect 


if ſhe ſhould roſe to ratifie 
the Act, of the 


8awenly Cum- 


Eneroachment on Juriſdictions 
already paſſe ed muſt needs 
make the Schi imputable 
to the Encroachers, where the 
common Faith is already ſe- 


cure. Nor can any Dome- 


ſtick Schiſm be pretended, 
where there is no more than 


one Altar in England. Nor 
can there conſequently be 
any Schiſm from any Foreign 


Church on the Principle now 


mentioned: That all Sehiſn: 
from Foreign Churches muſt 


on a Schiſm from the Juriſdi- 
fiion to which the Sebiſma- 

tick belongs, and the Right 
B 4 that 


7 


8 A Further Proſpect of 

that Church has to oblige all 
Foreign Churches to ratifie 
whatever is neceſſary for 


aſſerting her own Right withe 


in her own Juriſdiction. 
But you conceive Satisfa- 
We cannot . „ 
-bize our ction neceſſary as a previous 


— 2 Ondition for renewing our Com- 


Paule 84. union with thoſe who have 
wlacton been the Authors of the pre- 


for what 


they have Jent Schiſm. No doubt it 
fone int WEre much to be wiſhed, to uſe 
the 5:51 the Words of our own Church 
. in a like Caſe; and that, 
own. not for Retroſpection only, but 
alſo for aſſerting the Rights 
of the Church, and preventing 
the like Schiſms for the future. 
Nor would our Adverſaries 
themſelves deſire the Reunion 


on other Terms, if they had 


indeed that bare Zeal for our 


common Mether, and her Spi- 
ritual Intereſts, and the reuival 


of 


1 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
of Diſcipline, vhich our Church 
has expreſſed in the Words 
now mentioned. They 
would, to chuſe, lay Hol on 
the preſent Occaſion to make 
up the Breach themſelves 
have made, on ſuch Honoura- 
ble Terms as might prevent 
their - unjuſtifiable Practice 
from paſling into a Prece- 
dent, and ſecure the Church 
againſt the like Laical En- 
croachments for the future. They 
might have done ſo with- 
out concerning the State 
Controverſie in the Reconci- 
lation, by healing the Breach 
of Communron, yet leaving us 
under the ſame Incapacity of 
Secular Favours as before. 
But let us leave them to an- 
ſwer, for this Omiſſion, to 
God and their own Conſcien- 
ces. Our preſent Enquiry 
Fre 1S 


10 


Condition of private Commu- 


the Sacraments, if we will 


n 1 
| 


A Further Proſpect of 
is concerning our own Duty 
in the Caſe inView. And, be 
pleaſed to remember that, 
when that ſhall be our Caſe, 
vye ſhall all be then in the 


nicants, who cannot pretend 
to any Right to give Laws of 
Communion, but muſt be ob- 
liged to receive them, from 
thoſe who have the Power of 


have any Communion at all. 
Penance, and Publick Satisfa- 
ction, muſt be impoſed (if 
they be impoſed at all) as 
Conditions of Communion, They 
can therefore be impoſed by 
none but thoſe who have 
the Power of that Communion, | 
which may claim a Right to 

be ratified in Heaven. This 

none but Biſbops can pretend 

to, as I have already ſhewn 
| on 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 


on ſeveral Occaſions. We 
cannot therefore preſume to 
impoſe any Gonditions on our 
Adverſary-B iſhops, when we 
our ſelves have no s 
that may exerciſe Authority 

over them, We cannot d 
it, even over the Laity, much 
leſs ſhall we be able to do it 
over them who have more 
Spiritual Authority than we 
our ſelves can pretend to, 
when we have no Biſhops to 
Head us, and to Form us in- 


to a Communion, We may in- 


treat them to do Juſtice on 
themſelves, as Synods are ſaid 
tohavedone with the Popes 
Marcellinus and Symmachus; 
but, if they * not be per- 


4 ſwaded to do it, Cod will 


is 
id 


not make us reſponſible for 
them, though they ſhould 


n | * the Satisfaction de- 
n 


fired. 


IL 


> A Further Proſpect of 

fred. But he may make 15 
reſponſible, if we continue an 
oppoſite Communion, when we 
have no ſufficient Authority 
to do ſo; or if we do not 
reunite our ſelves to our pre- 
ſent Adverſaries when Provi- 
dence ſhall have | inveſted 
them with the Canonical Au- 
thority of theJuriſdifFions with- 
in which we live. Nor will 
you, I believe, find One 
Parallel Inſtance for your 
Purpoſe in our Reverend 
and Learned Brother's Hz- 
ſtorical Collections. The Ca- 
tholick Orthodox Chriſtians had 
their own Biſhops in all the 
Caſes mentioned 'by you, of 
the Nowatians, and Donatiſts, 
and St Chryſoſtom. This might 
juſtiſie their keeping up a di- 
ſtinct Communion; but will not 
_ then be pleadable by us, in 

the 


„„ err e e ee 
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the Caſe in View, 8&c. 173 
the Caſe we ſpeak of, when 
we (hall have no Bi/hops'of our 
Communion in our National 
Churc hi * f2 
I may add farther, That 12 
tho Satisfaction be a thing Publick Se 
deſtable for the Diſcipline of ic . 
the Chureh, and the more he bern 


done under 


effectual ſecuring the Church —— 
from the Conta gion of Bad tia to 
Ezamples for the future, y et — * 
it has never, that I know of, 

been inſiſted on as an Efſen- 

tial to a Coalition, | no, nor 

as generally prudent, or fit to 

be iuſiſted on, as a Condition 

of Reconciliution. Themiſtocles 

was for making a Bridge of 

Sz her for a flying Enemy. And 
Multitudes of Precedents have 

been in both Societies, the 
Secular as well as the Sacred, 


wherein Motions for Peace 
have been readily accepted 
by 


4 Further Proſpetbof 
by the Supreme Powers with- 
_ out any diſhonourable (un- 
ditions that might put the 
Violaters of Unity to the Bluſh 
for any thing paſt, but have 
left them accountable for 
what was now ot of their 
Power to none but Gad, and 
their own Cqnſcience, Ihe 
Cathalicks, at the Collation of 
Carthage, inſiſted on nothing 

but that, for the fature, both 
Bodies might be under owe 
Bi bop, who might Cammunt- 
cate with the CatbolickChurch, 
by giving Communicatory Let- 
ters to, and receiving them 
from the Body of their Epiſca- 
pal Collegues of the Church dif- 
faſtue. They required no 
Fenitential Acknowledgment 
of what had beendoneamiſfs 
before, as in the Caſe of Pri- 
vate Penitents, So, in the 
Caſe 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 


Caſe of S. Chryſoſtom, nothing 


more was done that might 
refle on his Rivals, but 
what was neceſlary for do- 
ing Juſtice to his Memory, His 
Adverſaries had ezpunged his 
Name out of the aſti- 
al Diptychs. This was taken 
for an Eccleſtaftical Excammu- 
nication of the deceaſed. It 
could therefore have been 


hardly conſiſtent with the 


Reconciliation intended of the 
Two Communions, if the Name 
of that injured Saint had 
not been reſtored into thoſe 
ſame Diptyebs, how much 
ſoever it might ſeem to re- 
fed on thoſe who had ex- 

unged it. Nor were any 
oO Terms inlifted on. 
No Retroſpectian into the Va- 

dity of the Ads of the Time 
of his Deprivation, much leſs 


any 


F 
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any Acknowledgment or Satiſ= | 


faction for them. Other 


Examples I have given in 
my Book, and might have 
added more if it had been ne- 
ceſſary. This was indeed 
the _ Way of treating 
Biſhops Keds or ſuperiour 
aber, with that which 
was concerned againſt them. 
Biſhops were ſo far from be- 
ing ſubjected to 'Ecclefraſtical 
Penance ordinarily," that, if 
they ever had undergone 
the Office of Penitents, that 
Conſideration alone was, by 
the Canons of thoſe Times, 
ſufficient to make them un- 
capable of that Divine Office 
of the Supreme Prieſthood. It | 
was therefore very ordina- 
ry, upon Reconciliations, | to 
receive Perſons in Offce 
(much more of this * 
o 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
bf all Eccleſiaſtical Offices) 


in the ſame Dignity they had 


enjoyed in their ſeparate Com- 


munion ; or to qualifie them 
for the next convenient Va- 
cancy. Then eſpecially, when 
it Ss ſafe to truſt them, 
and when they had receiv- 
ed their Power from Per- 


17 


{ons duly qualified to give - 


it them. But generall 

without any Amer.. 

Circumſtances that I re- 
member of. Eſpecially af- 
ter the IVth Century, wherein 
the Firſt Canons,now extant, 
were made, as has long ſince 
been obſerved by S. 1/dore 
of Sevil. That ſhews that 
he knew of none elder ther. 
The Diſcipline exerciſed on 


the Ordainers of Novatian was 


before thoſe incapacitating 
Canons. However I know 
C not 


18 4 Further ProſpedF of 
not One Inſtance of Penance 
impoſed, on Adverlary Bi. 
ſhops when, the. Orthadoz Bi- 
ſhops were the fewer, which 
is our preſent Caſe, But 
the Reaſening will be yet 
more unqueſtionaple when 

the whole Colledge of our Bi- 
ſhaps of the. National Church 
| ſhall be united againſt us, 

Then we can have no Pre- 

tence on their undertaking 
the Perſons of Publick, Peni- 
tents as a Condition of their 

Reconciliation. Nor can you, 

I believe, produce One ſin- 
gle Precedent for it, even 
from the Times of the ſevereſt 

Diſcipline, This therefore 

can be no Ground for Fo- 

reigners to intermeddle in 
our Affairs, nor for us to fa- 
vou them in doing ſo. 
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the Caſe inView, &c. 19 
I proceed now to your ,, 5 
3 4 Ne. l All Prayers 
other Objection, which, I in Church 


confeſs, I never looked on which we 


as ſufficient to juſtifie a Se- herd « 
paration of Communion, It re- heco 


lates to {the Prayers uſed in os 


the Publick Offices to which fon tc 
we cannot heartily ſay A- comma: 
men. Twas aware of this in al f 2. 
the Ofices concerning Oates's peru 
Plot, even after ſufficient E- aten fei 
vidence had appeared, that chu, vor 
the Teſtimony of him, and fuch n can 
as he was, could not be re- n 5. 
lied on as an Ar gument 1 
Truth of what had been de- 
poſed by them. Yet the . 
Ofices then impoſed gene- 
rally ae ge the Truth of it. 
And the Prayers then offer- 
ed were for Things not de- 
ſirable. But upon that Sup- 
poſition, muſt we therefore, 
even then have been. obliged 

pag C 2 e 


30 A Further Proſpect of 


to ſeparate from thoſe Pray- 
ers, and the whole Communi- 
on wherein they were uſed, 
when we were ſatisfied that 
the Witneſſes did not deſerve 
Wn credit, that their Narratives 
were otherwiſe unlikely and 
inconſiſtent, and that the Peti- 
tions deſired, purſuantly to 
the Belief of them, were 
therefore needleſs and unſea- 
ſonable, as grounded on falſe 
Suggeſtions ? Could we have 
been excuſeable if we had 
done ſo? I may put the 
Caſe yet higher. It is very 

poſlible that a private Per- 

ſon may knw that to be 

certainly falſe which the In- 

poſers of the Publick Prayers 

may, upon probable Evi- 

dence, believe true. As if 
the Fact concern himſelf, or 

; any other who was with 

him 


e oo 


r ONT. OB. BER. .. ² ¹ͤV bob ¼—ͤXÄMm i 


the Caſe in View, &c. 


him when the Fact is ſaid 
to have been committed; 
or, if he know ſome Cir: 
cumſtances unknown to the 
Impoſers ; which ; being 
known, prove the Fact im- 
pofeble, Muſt that oblige him 
to withdraw from the Com- 


munion which uſes thoſe Na- 


ers which ſuppoſe that true 
which he himſelf knows to 


be impoſſible, for fear of the 


Sin of a Lie, if he ſay Amen 
to ſuch Prayers; or the Sin 
of Scandal, by being preſu- 


med to have aſſented to ſuch 
Prayers, becaufe of his Pre- 
ſence at them, though he did 


not ſay Amen to them? Ei- 
ther of thoſe Sins, of the Lie, 
or the Scandal, will make 


the Communion unlawful to 


him if your Reaſoning be ſo- 
lid and conclufive. How- 
C 3 ever, 
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8 


we ſpeak of is ſuppoſed to 


A Further Proſpect of 
ever, in theſe Inſtances 
there are only Errors in Mat- 
ters of Fatt, though known 


to be Errors, and therefore 


voluntary. But neither falſe. 


Doctrine, nor unlawful Prayers, 


in the Qpinion of the Church, 
whoſe Communion the Perſon 


n. I give another In- 
ſtance, | wherein there is 
both, which is certainly of 
more Conſequence than 
where the Errors relate on- 
ly to Matters of Fact, whe- 
ther the Falſboods be alike 
known or wilful. In the Reign 
of King James II. we uſed 
that Petition in the Litany, 
That God would keep — 
ſtrengt ben him in the true Mor- 
/hip. And we were upbraid- 
ed op it by the Papiſts, pre- 
2 Fant we doing ſo, 


orpn 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 
own his Popery, then profeſ⸗- 


ſed by him to be the true 


worſhipp 758 Bot 1 and that 
God to jg and 


was 5 for a Prince 
whoſe Wor/hip the Church be- 
lieved true; ich as the Prince 
was when the Litany was 
compoſed ; and ought to have 
been altered when the Caſe 
was altered. That is, when 
the Prince was not ſuch as 
that was whom the Compi- 
ters of the Litany had in their 
View, and for whoſe uſe that 
Petition was truly calculated. 
But to ufe it for a Prince, 
openly profeſing another 
Faith, and another Commu- 
nion, is as Contrary to her 
Faith as it was beſide her 
Deign. This therefore will 
C 4 go 


24 
go farther to juſtifie a Separa- 
tion, as Errors in Faith are 
more conſiderable for that 
Purpoſe than Errors only 
relating to Fact and Practice 


A Further Proſpect of 


can be. What rhen ? Ought 
we therefore, even then, to 
have begun our Separation 
from the Publick Aſſem- 
blies? No, certainly. We 


could not have done it with. 
out very great Injuſtice. It 


was very certain that none 
of our Church's true Commu- 


nicants could believe theſe 


Expreſſions true in the Senſe 


in which our Adverſaries 


are pleaſed to upbraid us 
with them, how Literally ſo- 
ever, or how Naturally, that 
Senſe might ſeem to be im- 
ported by them as they were 
uſed in that Prince's Reign. 
It is certain that the Church 


her * 
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her ſelf could not approve 
them, if ſhe would be true 


to her own Doctrine, and even 
her own Communion, Muſt 
ſhe therefore ſeparate from 
her ſelf * Or, was /he alſo 
guilty of Immoral and Inconſi- 
ſtent Prayers if ſhe did not: 
do 10? It is certain that 
thoſe ſame Words, by the 
Change of the Prince, had 
acquired a different, nay, a 
contrary Senſe to the Senſe in- 
tended by the firſt Compilers 
of thoſe ſame Petitions. And 


can it be just, Or even fair, | 


to charge the Church with a 
Senſe notoriouſly contrary to 
that Senſe which was really 
her own Senſe, and to ſepa- 
rate from her Communion for 
ſo falſe an Imputation? It 
is certain that the Senſe 
imported by thoſe ſame Words, 


in 
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A Further Proſpect of | 
in that Change of Circumſtances, 
was ſach as could not be in- 


tended by any of our Churehs 


Communicants, if they would 
be true to the Principles of her 
Communion, Muſt they there- 
fore ſeparate from her Com- 
munion for a Senſe of her Pray- 
ers which they could not own 
for her Senſe if they would 
reaſon conſequently to the 


Principles of that ſame On- 


munion ? Or, muſt they be 
guilty of Jmmoral Falſhods, 
continuing in her Commu- 
nion if they do not underſtand 
thofe ſame Words in a Senſe 
quite contrary to what her 
ſelf meant when ſhe compiled 
thoſe fame Prayers? Where 
is indeed the Scandal of ſeem- 
ing to approve that ne 
Senſe, when there is no o- 
ther Argument to prove even 
their 
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their ſeeming. to approve it 
but that only one, that they 
continue in the Conmunion, 
when it is withal notori- 
ous that none of their Bre- 
thren, of the ſame Communion, 


either do, or can, approve 


of that. ſame Senſe, not- 
withſtanding their conti- 
nuing in it? Where is the 
Falſhoed, when thoſe Words, 
in the nem Senſe, though 
blamed by them, as being 
judged falſe, are notwith- 
ſtanding no otherwiſe un- 
derſtood or approved by them 
than they are and mud be by 
their Fellow-Communicants 2 
Theſe are they to whoſe 
Underſtanding they are obli- 
zed to accommodate them- 
ſelves, if they will indeed 
approve their Veracity as to 


. 4 


con- 


the Terms on which they 


28 A Further Proſpect of 
continue in the Communion. 11 
therefore they continued in 
the Communion on the ſame 
Terms which were expect- 
ed by their Governors, and 
preſumed by their Brethrenof 
the ſame Communion, who 
thought no otherwiſe of 
theſe Prayers than them- 
ſelves did » I know no 
Ground of Scruple but-that 
their continuing then in our 
Communion was very conſiſtent 
. — what could reaſonably 
be expected from their he- 
racity. 

It was, no doubt, intended 
od 2 2 is uſual where it may be 
ble for an done) that, upon the Change 
moins of the Perſon prayed for, the 
Kor Prayers al ſo ſhould be changed 


Church's 


Communion, which are offered for him. 


onaccount And that, as well in the 


prayers. Petitions as in the Name. Tt 
19 


the Caſe in View, &&C. 
is certain that a Patron of the 
fame Communion is intitled to 
Prayets different from thoſe 
which he can pretend to, 
ci- | who openty. owns another Com- 
munion, and cannot be eæpected 
to be a Patron of the Commu- 
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in 


nion that prays for him. But 
what muſt private Communi- 
cants do, in the mean time, 
till that Change be made, 


which 1s not in the Power of 


wie Communicants, but on- 
y of the Biſhops? They can- 
not cordially join in Prayers 
which ſuppoſe an Approbation 
of an oppoſete Faith; much 
leſs in Petitions for keeping 
and ftrengthning a Soul in a 
Belief which themſelves 
think deſtructive of his Sal- 


vation. Theſe are certain- 
iy as Immoral as Prayers for 
10 


— 


- 
* 
* 


Proſperity of an unjuſt 
8 Cauſe. 
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4 Further Proſpect of 
Cauſe. The Cauſe promoted 
by ſuch Prayers is every Way 
as umjuſt as the other. But 
writh this further Aggrava- 
tion, that, in the One Gaſe, 
our Ciuil Intereſts alone are 
concerned directiyh- In the 
other thoſe irreparable ones 
are hazarded, of our Souls, 
and of Religion. If there- 
fore Preſence at ſuch Prayer; 


would involve the Commu- 


nicam in the Guilt' of them, 
the whole Communion muſt be 
deſerted by the Reafoning now 


inſiſted on. Ar leaſt, till 


the Governors of the Commu- 


nion ſhall change the Prayers. 


What then muſt a Pious Per- 


fon doin the mean time? Maſt 


he forbear all Worſhip of God 
in the Publick Aſſemblies of a- 
ny Communion whatſoever,till 
the deſired Change can be ef- 

TH fected ? 


fected ? Even of that Com- 
munion which himſelf be- 
lieves Orthodoz,in the Faith, 
and wherein he finds no op- 
hatte Altars that might warn 
him of any Danger of 
Schiſm 8. What if he finds 
no Hopes that they. will, or 
can, be remedied for ęver 2 
Muſt he therefore forbear all 
Publick Worſhip for ever? 
worſe than the Evils. he 
would endeavour. to avid 
by ſuch a Separation. It 
would be a Diſſolution of the 
whole Body if all ſnould have 
followed ſuch an Example. 


And all are concerned alike, 


and can give the ſame Reaſon 
as any one can, why they 
ſhould do fo too. AH are 
alike . obliged. to avoid In- 
moral and Sinful n 
re we 


” 
I 
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A Further Proſpeti of | 
well as he that ſhould be- 
gin the Separation. And all 


that believe the Doctrine of 


the Church of England true, 
muſt, in Conſequence of. that 
Belief, think ' the Prayers 
Sinful and Immoral, that, in 
the obvious Senſe of them, in 
that unhappy Prince's Reign, 
implied the contrary to what 
themſelves believed. The 
Society being thus diſſolved, 
there could, thenceforward, 
remain no Authority, by 
which the Grievance, ſo com- 
plained of, might be redreſſed. 
This would therefore be a 
greater Miſchief to the Pub- 
lick than any One Grievance 
whatſoever, that would, by 
neceſſary Conſequence, make 
the Redreſs of all Grievances 
impoſſible , by deftroying the 


Power that ſhould redreſs 
81 them. 


1 
| 


the ch in View, Bee: 
them. That Per can ſub- 


A no longer when the Body 
18 diſſolved, by the Union of 


which it is enabled to Act. 
This would al ſo further in- 
volve all who occaſioned 
the Diſſolution in the Suit 


of all the Grievances that 
may folby when the Power 
is deſtroyed by which they 
might other wife have been 
prevented or amended. It will 
e them alfo with a 
greater Guilt than that 
which they would pretend- 
to avoid by avoiding the Com 
manion, even in Regard' of 
that very Particular for 
which they thought tem- 

. * mo ef to avoid it. 
4 with P chers, 
r fit to be reform. 
eck) and kyr up the Body 
and the Goverment of it; 
| D they 
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they might hope for the Re- 

| formation: of the. Prayers, el- 
ther by a new change of the 
Caſe in an Orthodox. Succeſſor, 
or by a Canonical Alteration of 
the Forms, whenever the 
Churth - ſhould retrieve the 
Reverence due to her Autho- 
rity. ' But, by diſſolving the. 
Body, they would make the 
Reformation unpracticable, by 


deſtroy ing the Authority that 


ſhould reform them. And it 
is certainly a greater Crime, 


to binder the Reformation of 


Immoral Prayers, than to bear 
with them for a time, till 


they may be regularly reform- 


ed by thoſe who have the 

Night of reforming them. By 

bearing with ſuch Forms, till 

they may be reformed regu- 

larly; they would not be 

reſponſible to God for inter- 
| meddling 


S 
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meddling in a Reformation, for 
which God will not make 
them'anſierable, but their 
Superiors. But, in ſeparating 


from their Superiors, when 


they cannot charge them 


either with Schiſm or He- 


reſie, they violate their own 
Duty, for which they muſt 
undoubtedly expect that 
God will make themſelves ac- 
countable. If this Liberty 
be allowed of ſeparating for 


33 


Things impoſſible to be avoid- 


ed, no Authority ſettled by 
God can have any great In- 


fluence on Conſcience, no So- 


ciety founded by him can 


keep that "Authority, nor can 
it long - ſub/ft © without it. 


As certainly therefore as Cod 
has ſettled a Spiritual Autho- 
_ rity, nor can it long ſubjjt 


without it. As certainly 
s 07S tre 
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over Conſcience, and found 


ed a iviledged Society, and 
intended that both ſhould - 
be perpetuah and obliged all. 


ions to maintain 


* in their Stati 


them ſo; ſo certain it is 
that he cannot be pleaſed with 


ſo frequent and eaſis Sæparati- 
ons which are ſo defirudtive 


of ſo momentous Dehgns for 


the Good of Mankind. 
* The ſame will appear 
out of a! further if you will be pleaſ- 


ortojoin ed to oonſider the Conſequen- 


nech. ces Of this Separati 
— of theſe Two is, 


nion in _ 


fame 2 
#4, on unavoidable. Either they 


tar ame muſt perpetuate this Separa- 
tian, or join themſelves 
with ſome other oppoſite 
Communion with the ſame 


Vegan in which they 


live. 


therefore as Ged has ſettled N 2 
a ſpiritual Authority. coercive 
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lie. The former State is ve- 
ry wicomfortable, to be de- 


prived of all Sacraments, 
and all the Ordinary Means 


_— by God for Salva- 


It leaves them only 
ſuch Means as are way ogg A 
= unleſi God do more 
than he has Promiſed or G- 
wenanted to do, they cannot 
hope to attain the End, 
vrhen they have deprived 
themſelves of the Means by 
God ap 
Caſe would be worſe than 
if they had lived in a Place 
where mw Sacraments at all 
could be obtained. Their 
»ilmply . from 
them where 
them, if they pleaſe, will 
cut them off from that only 
Plea of Equity (which may 


D;3 inti- 


8 
's 


pointed for it. Their 


may have. 
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Further Proſpect of 


intitle them to Vncovenanted 
Favours) if they be not 
very ſure of the Sin of conti- 


nuing in their Original Com- 


munion, eſpecially if they 
ſhould die in it. The doing 


o without a very. great, 


and a very evident Neceſſi- 


ty, is certainly a greater 


Sin than can reaſonably be 
feared from the Scandal ta- 
ken by others againſt their 
Veracity, on account of their 
Preſence at thoſe _ Prayers 


which their Fellow Communi- 


.cants are known to diſlike as 
much as ' themſelves can, 
and ſometimes may be 
known to be obliged to diſ- 
like them, on Account of 
avowed Principles. Their 
Publick Duty to their Commu- 


nion is more Important, and 
therefore more obliging than 


any 


the ca. in Viem, &c. 


any incumbent on 
them in their Dune and 
Perſonal Capacity. This 
Conſiderat ion alone is s ſuffi. 


cient to excuſe them from 


their pretended Ob liga ion to 
concern themſelves for other 
Mens Opinions concerning 
their Veracity in a doubtful 
Caſe not 2 mnful; whilſt they 
care ſatisfied in their own 
"Conſciences, that they do not 
aſſent to Immoral Prayers. 
| Eſpecially whilſt their Ad- 
verſaries have no other Ar- 
gument to prove\ their Aſſent 
beſides a bare Preſumption, 
grounded on their ' Preſence 
at the C ommumion, and com- 
mon Offices, where ſuch 
Prayers are uſed. It is a Rule 
in ſuch | Caſuiftry, that, 
where Two Duties are inconß- 
Jones the wer ceaſes to be 

D 4 a 
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Care to give no needleſs Of- 
fence even to thoſe without, 


Bretbren, for the Perfor- 


A Further Proſpebof 
a Duty, and the Omiſſon of it 


uation muſt neceſſarily ocoa- 


ſion the Violation of a greater 


ought'to take Place before 
Private Reputation hazarded 
on groundleſs Pretences. Tho 
therefore we ought to take 


where no reaſon of greater 
Moment abliges us to the 


Thing, for which the Ofence 


is taken; yet where ſuch a 
Reaſon intervenes, (as this is 
of preſerving the Spiritual Soci- 
ety, ) there it is io far from 
being a Sin, that it is indeed 


our Duty to ſecure our Duty 
"of to the Spiritual Society, what- 
ever Offence be taken, either 


by Adverſaries, or even our 


mance 


* 


Duty to the Publick, which 
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not own the Communion of 


8 7.8 S NO SK ROPS1MO 


the Coſe in View, &c. 
mance of our greater Duty to 
our Spiritus! Quperiors, and 


for ſecuring our greateſt Inte- 


reſt by the ordinary Means 
preſcribed by the Goſpel for 
our Salvation, which cannot 


be ſecure in a Neglect of 


thoſe ordinary Means, where 
they may be had wit bout Vi- 
olation of a more Important 


Duty. Mult we therefore, 
for avoiding this intolerable 


ſnconvenience , betake our 


ſelves to anot her Communion ? 


We cannot do ſo, unleſs it 
be to a Chmmunion that does 


the Church deſtroyed by us, 


becauſe no other Church can 


juſtiſie her receiving our 
Church's Excommunicates. We 


cannot Communicate with any 


Foreign Church immediately, 
while 


there- 


we keep at Home. If 


41 


| 4 Further Fyoſpect of i 
therefore we will Conte 
cate with any ſuch Fored2n 
Church, we can do it nd - 
ther wiſe than by _ 
nicating with 24 0 
Communion, withii 
own Juriſdictions, "which 
ons that Foreign Communion. 
Fhis we cannot do if we will 
be true to our Old Principles 
on which we firſf Communi- 
cated with our own Church- 
es in theſe Dominions. In 
Communicating with them we 
owned our ſelves divided 
from all hte Communi- 
ons within the ſame Furif- 
dictiong. And that on Cau- 
ſes independent On theſe of- 
fenſive Prayers. Thence it 
will follow that the Cauſe 
of our Seceſſon can make 
the Cauuſe of ſuch o ppofri re 
Communions within the 
95 ſame 
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ſame Juriſdictions no better 


than it was before. If there- 


fore we judged their Com- 
munion Schiſmatical before, 
we muſt do ſo ſtill, and 
muſt be obig ed to do ſo on 


the ſame Principles by which 


we judged them Schiſmatical 
before. Such Prayers uſed 
in our „irſt Communion 
cannot make Innovations in 
the Faith lawful in any of- 
bote Communion which 
had been guilty of it for- 
merly. - Nor can they Legiti- 
mate any Sacrilegious Schiſma- 
tical Authority, though no 


Prayers be impoſed unfit to 


he aſſented to for the ſake of 


the Matter. This Diſpute 


has not tlie ſame Event as 


many others have, where 


the Injuſtice of One Cauſe adds 


Right to the other, and 
7 makes 


A Further Proſpedt of 
makes the Subjects Duty ma- 
nifeſt and unqueſtiona- 
ble. Nor can they find 
any Communion in the World, 
when they may not find 
the like e for Separd- 
tion, if they will be ſerupu- 
bus. If therefore they 
muſt bear with ſuch Pray- 
ers, where- ever they go,; 
why ſhould they not ra- 
ther bear with them in 
that Communion to which | 
they were particular- 

17 N by their Bape 
1 A Fg of this Nun 
Our Pre- can certainly be no Sin of 


Jence in the 


Communion, the Communion becauſe it is 


where ſuch 


— ar againſt the Principles of the 
by cut. Communion, Why then 
ac ſhould the "tha: be de- 
ns of the ſerted for it? It is no Sin 
in * Communicant, becauſe 


he 


the Caſe in Views &c. 
he cannot be ſuppoſed to 
believe that Faith true, vv hich 
is not con/eſt 
Principles of his Communion. 
And, if this be not ſup- 
DOied, there can be no In- 
onſiftency pretended between 
his Preſence at his Petition, 
and his Belief, that it is 
grounded on a falſe Suppo- 
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a. d; How then can his 
in Preſence at it be reaſonably 
ch ſudged inconfiftent with his 
r- Weracity ? There can be no 
> Prandal given to the Church, 


Dr his Brethren, when they 
ll profeſs themſelves obliged 


nd that by Principles: 
V hich therefore they muſt 
hink themſelves abliged al- 
o to eæpect from bim whilſt 


| 
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ent with the 


ſal, and ought to be amend- 


d believe as he does, and 
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no other than what they, 
and he, are obliged to 


AF urther Proſpet of . 
and Principles. Where then ai 


can be the Diſappointment ce 


when they know his true Fr 
Meaning in continuing in. 
their Communion, and find iti Sc 


mean, and that by their 
common Principles? How th 


then can they charge him b). 


with any In/incerity, or Fai- 
lure in his Duty to Veracity, 
for his Communicating wit 
them, when they know 

means exactly, as they think 
him obliged to mean, if he 
will be Veracious in his Con 
munion with them? But out 
Adverſaries, (who took 
this Occaſion to upbraid us, 
took Scandal at it. So they 
might who were willing 
and glad; to find Occaſion: 


11 taling Scandal at us; and be., 
Are 


are therefore no farther 
competent Judges of Scandal 
given by AI, than as their 


not prove it ſo, we ſhall 
have Reaſon to preſume 
u that ſuch Scandal is not given 
uinyg by us, but taken by them- 
al- ſelves. And, for ſuch Scan- 


th reſponſible. Let us there- 


Jour Soveraign in an, errone- 


they would deal ingeniouſ- 
ly with us, I do not think 
J that themſelves did heartily 

believe. that our - Preſence 5 


1 1 * 
Vi \ * 


Arguments may prove the 
Scandal Juſt and Reaſonable. 
Where their Arguments can- 


dal, they, not we, are to be 


Ae fore ſee how they can prove” 

that our Preſence at the Office 
Jof our Church's Litany did 
imply our deſigning to pray 
to God to lee and ſtrengthen 


ous perſecuting Communion. If 
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the Litany was with any 
fach a Den of offering arty 


ſuch Prayer for our ſelves, 


or of conſenting to any Form 
that might import it, as of- 
fered in our Names by o- 
thers for ws. Nor do I 
doubt but that themſelves 
believed the contrary, that 
we would have refuſed to 
have joined in it, if we had 
been left to our own Eiberry, 
and if we could have re- 
fuſed it without Ones of 
the Communion | 

us. And — be 
monſtrative Reaſon, be- 
cauſe it was fo inconſiſtent 
Joan nm Intereſt, as well as 
our Principles, to conſent to 
any ws Petition, whilſt 
we profeſſed the Communion 
of the Church of England, 
with whoſe intereſts ſuck a 
EG Petition 


eren eee ee - Sc . 4 My 


the Caſe i in View, &c. 
Petition is ſo manifeſtly in- 


they, at the ſame time, 
pretend that our Communion 
with that ſame Church 
gives the many juſt Occaſion 
for believing any thing ſo 
incredible concerning us, 
when they know, in their 
Conſciences, that we cannot 
mean as they pretend we 
mean, by that very ſame 
Argument that we are of 
this Communion? And if 
our Communion do not prove 
it, but the contrary, how 
can they pretend our pre- 
ſence at the Office, OY this 
Prayer was uſed, a juſt 
Ground for the Scandal they 
are pleaſed to take at us, 
with any Conſiſtency with 
their own Veracity? We 
private Communicants could 
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cunſſtent. How then can 
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A Further Proſpect f 
not avoid our Preſence at that 
Prayer, by forſaling t the Com- 
munion wherein it was uſed, 
without forſaking a C 27995 
on that di ſapproved it, 
thought, itſelf * 
Principles to, diſapprove it 
much as we. our 1 — 
How then could this. be 

pleaded as a good Reaſon for 
forſak the Communion, that 
We 1 that Fraher ? 
And how could our Preſenge 


at that Communion be fairly 


interpreted as an Argument 
of our approving. the Prayer? 
If it be not, where, then, is 
the Ground for making our 
Practice, in continuing in the 
Communion where the Prayer 


was uſed, an Argument of 


our Infincerity.? And, if 
there was neither F alſbood 
nor. Scandal in continuing 

in 


1E 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 5t 
in the Communion, I cannot 
conceive how we could have 
2 our ſelves in leaving 


it. \ 
It was. very canis. ns; 
the Prayer, we ſpeak of, or age net 
ought to have been Ang — 
But till it might be chang- e; 


and may 


ed Regularly, there was no- ſomerimes 


thing that could ezcuſe, 7700 rack 
much leſs juſtifie, a Separa- I 
tion for it. Where- ever „ 
the fault was that continu- 
ed it, it was certainly not 
imputable to the Communi- 
on, and could not therefore 
be imputable to the Commu- 
nicant, as a Sin for continuing 
in that Communion, which 
was no way fairly chargea- 
ble with it. The fault could 
not be juſtly charged on the 
Comminicant, but the Gover- 
i para who had alone the 
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Rizht of redreſſing Publick 


_ Ofices by the Nature of the 


Conſtitution, | The Governoars 
therefore can alone be liable 
to the Blame of it, when it 


is indeed faulty, not the 
Communion. Becauſe the 


Communion obiges them to 
reform what is amiſs in Mat- 
ters of this Nature, and 
cannot therefore be anſwera- 
ble for the Faults of her 
Truſtees in Caſes wherein 
they act contrary, not only 
to the Truſt, but to the 
Principles, of the Communion 
that has entruſted them. 
How can we therefore ez- 
cuſe our leaving the Commu- 


nion for that, which (if it 


be a Fault) yet really is not 
the Fault of the Communion ? 
Yet the Caſe of the Petition 
now mentioned was not ſo 

| much 


* 
the Caſe in View, &c. 
much as the Fault of the 


Governours of our Communion. 


The Firſt Compoſers of our 
Litany inſerted that Petition 
prudently in the Circumſtan- 
ces wherein they compoſed 
it. It was then fitted to 
their Caſe, when they had 
a Prince ſincerely profeſſing 
their own Communion. And 
all  Communicants then not 
only might, but were oblig- 
ed by Principles, to lay Amen 
to that, as any other Petition 
of the Publick Ofices, The 


change of the Caſe altered 


the Sigmfication of the Words, 
and made them uncapable of 
an Aſſent by the ſame Princi- 
ples which had made Aſſent a 
Duty formerly. But the 
fitting our old Offices to the 
new Caſe was not the Duty 
of - our ſame Eccleſiaſtical 
x0 E 3 CGover« 
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Governours that fir 
ſed our Liturgy, but of their 


- 


Particularly of tbeſe w 
were then Living, when the 
Caſe was altered by our ha- 


ving a Prince who openly 
profeſſed himſelf of another 


Communion. Theſe had 


alone been anſwerable for 
the Neglect, if the Grie- 
vance might have been re- 
medied by their Diligence: 
That is, if it had been real- 
ly in their Pwer to have 
made the Alteration neceſſary 
upon the Change of the Szcu- 
lar Succeſſor. But it was 
not really in their Power to 
make that Change, how 
deſtrous ſoever they had been 


to have made it. To have 


acted feparately in their fn- 


gle * might 


have 
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the Caſe in Viem, &c. 55 
have proved of Fatal Cmſc- 
uence to their Dnanimity ut 
fach a Dangerous Time, 
when Enemies, under the 
Patronage of the Ning, their 
Proſelite, were ready to in- 
flame the Miſunderſtand- 
ings that might have been 
occaſtoned by it, and take 
Advantage from them for 
promoting their own de- 
ſtructive Deſigns. They 
would, no doubt, have 
repreſented under very o- 
dious Aggravations, if any 
Attempt had been made to 
change the Prayers for the 
Prince, as an Argument of 
their 9 to him. 
And the Terrors muſt have 
been greater when the Bi- 
Pops had been thus attack- 
ed /ngly with Premanires and 
the other Severe Laws 
TEA E 4 of 
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firſt Amenders of theſe Pray- 


A Further Proſpect of = 


of Henry the VIIIth, inter- 
preted by Romanifts, though 
deſigned at firſt in Defence of 
the Supremacy, and in Favour 
of the Reformation. And the 
Severities uſed againſt the 


ers would have terrified 
their Brethren from act- 


ing Separately, more than if 


they had been United in a 
Body. Yet their acting in a 
Body would have more pro- 
voked, and have been more 
liable to the Laws, as interpre- 
ted and ezecuted by their 
profeſſed Enemies. The 
mildeſt of their Inſtructi- 
ons, that could have been 
expected, would have been 
the Impriſonment of our Bi- 
hops, which ſhould have 
ordered the change of the Pray- 
ers, And that would have 

Lou deprived 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 
deprived us of the Uſe of 
all their Epiſcopal Authority 
for the Remainder of that 
Reign. I mention not now 
the Animoſzties, and perhaps 
Schiſms, which might have 


themſelves thus Acting in- 
gy, which mult have diſabled 
them to.remove the Scandal of 
theſe Prayers. Let us. ſup- 
poſe them to have | endured 
this Trial, and to have per- 
ſiſted in their Patience, and 
that Unanimouſly, what fur- 
ther Security could have 
been given for the Obedi- 
ence of their Clergy and Peo- 
ple of their own Communi- 
on, in aſing the Offices 10 a- 
mended, and amended by 
the lawful Epiſcopal Aut ho- 
rity? None that I can fore- 
ſee under this . 
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followed among the Biſops 
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Without this the Authorit " 


4 Further Hoffe of 


Leaven of our unhappy Age. 
None till God ſhall be 
pleaſed to revive the Primi- 
tive Notions of. Subjection in 


all our Fellow Subjedts of the 
fame -- Spiritual ' ' Authority. 


could only have expoſed it 

elf, but could never have 
been able to have cleared the 
Office of this unlawful Pray- 
er. How many S:hiſms muſt 
theſe unpracticable Endea- 
wours ' (for amending this 
Prayer) of even our | lawful 
Authority have involved us 
in, both from our Spiritu- 
al Superiors, and among our 
felves, which were more 
happily prevented by our 


bearing with it, and never 


4 ng to ſeparate for it? 
hus it appears, that even 


our r Bs, of that time, 
could 


15 Caſe in View, Gee. 


could not have been juſtiy 
blamed' for that which it 
was not in their Pomer to re- 
medy. What Juſtice then 
could it have been to have 
ſeparated from our Communran 
for a faulty Particular in our 
Liturgy, for which neither 
the Communion, nor the Go- 
vernours of it, can be 
blamed 9 

In ſuch a As this, of "W... 
1 unpr. 4 
cable, and irreconci able with — M 
the Doctrine of the Communion, the e 1 
only by the change of Exter- i w 


will refuſe 


nal \ Circumſtances; every c rec 


them, or 


one ſhould do His ON Part, the Auditors 
but ſtill with Regard r 
their ſeveral Offces in their {7,27 
due Sabird:nation, and with e. 
Regard to the Safety of the 
Common Soriety. The Regu- 

lar * of Amendment is 


indeed 
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ſtent with the Church's Prin- 


free the Communicants from i 
the Suſpicion of ſeeming to 


A Further Proſpect of _ 
indeed by a Prohibition, or 
Reformation, of it by the Go- 
Vernours, if. it may be had, 
a mutinous Reformation be- 
ing more deſtructive of the 
Authority, and conſequently 
of the Society, than the 
Evil that is pretended to be 
remedied by it. But if Au- ſas 
thority cannot be conſulted, mi 
or cannot interpoſe, (as in the I tri 
Caſes concerned in our pre- An 
ſent Diſpute, ) it concerns (v 
the Mimfters who officiate Iri 
not to offer Petitions, in the I ble 
Name of the Church inconſi- th 
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ciples. This would both 


conſent to ſuch Petitions, 
by their Preſence in the 
Aſſemblies where they are 
offered; and would 
Dea free 


Jas well as their Perſons. It 


the Caſe in Views &c. 
free the Biſhops from the 
Odium of forbidding them, who 
have _ that — 3 of 

gnifying their Diflike of 
them, by actual refuſing to 
read them, without unpra- 
cticable Attempts, which 
might ruin their Authority 


might alſo, by Degrees, re- 
trieve that Obedience to the 
Authority of the Biſhops 
(without which the Autho- 


Irity itſelf cannot be availa- 


ble for clearins the Church of 
the Scandal of ſuch Prayers ) 
by the voluntary Unanmity 
of the Officiating Clergy in 
forbearing them. And this 
is the Caſe wherein, if in 
any, all have Reaſon to be 
nanimous, becauſe all who 
ficiate in the ſame Communi- 
nm have the ſame Reaſon 

Ti that 
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that any one has to make 
a Gonſcience of uſing them, h 
as being contrary to the Prin- A 
ciples of their hole Commu- K 
mon. And, where the Caſeſ 
is manifeſt; they have as C 
great Reaſon to preſame on 77? 
the Biſbop's Conſent, as they 45 
commonly do when they b 
change the deceaſed Prince Pe 
Name for that of his ſurvi- * 
ving Succeſſor, as knowing 2 

ri 


it contraty to the Principles o 
the Body to pray for the De- Ce 
ceaſed. Here they may 
withal be very ſafe in pre th 
ſuming it, becauſe they 
know the Obligations incum. 
bent on him for giving hid V1 
Conſent if they had'deliredf Fre- 
it. They know his Oha. the 
tions to Rule according ta den 
the Canons and Conſtitution; 
of the Church when he way d 
Ry made 


made a Bihop. They know 
his | Subſcriptions ..to the 
Articles, and Liturgy. They 
know his particular Engage- 
ments as a Biſhop, of the 
Church of England to be 
true to its Intereſts, at leaſt, 
as to its Characteriſticks as a 


particular Communion, in Op- 


poſition to all. Schiſmaticks 


; within his own Juriſdicti- 


on, and to all Foreign Ju- 
riſdictions which refuſe 
JJCommunion with bin and 


other Churches acting on 


Ithe ſame Principles. And 
they know withal how in- 

| conſeſtent theſe Obligations are 

i with any Approbation of ſuch 
Prayers. And they know 
theſe Things with an Evi- 
dence and Certainty greater 


and than any. that can be pro- 


I duced for any Humane Falli- 
ble 


\ P 64 
- N p 
i 


——— — — — our — —— — — — — Pony 
: 


ty os 


"A Further Proſpedt of 
ble Authority, and therefore 
greater than that by which 


they know their n Duty, 


to quit their own Senti- 
ments in Deference to his 
Authority, Withal they 
know our Legal Preſumptions 
concerning Vills not clearly 
expreſs d, that they ſuppoſe 
the Teſtator a Good Man, 
and to mean as he ought to 
mean if he would approve 
himſelf to be ſo. Now it 
1s but common Equity to 
preſume the ſame concerning 
the Buy/hop of their Juriſdi- 
ction, that he alſo means as 
he ought to mean by the 
Principles of the Communion 
profeſſed by him, at leaſt, 
till he declare himſelf to the 
contrary. The rather ſo, 


becauſe they very well 


know that he cannot ſo de- 
: clare 


the Caſe in View, Sc. 


e clare himſelf without ren- 


h | dring himſelf juſtly ſaſpici- 
7, ous to the Communzon, which 
1- intitles him to his Authority 


within his Juriſdictiun. This 


ly | the Officiating Clergy on ſo 
ſe ¶ juſtifiable a Preſumption, could 
n, | not poſſibly hurt his Aut hori- 
to 5, nor hinder the Deference 
ve | which is due to him as a Ca- 


it | tholick Biſhop of the true Com- 


to union, becauſe it impoſes no- 
ag | thing on him but what is 


i- | neceflary to be ſuppoſed in 
him as a Catholick, and as of 


he | the true Communion, accord- 
on ing to the Principles of the 
Church of England. For all 
things conſequent to his being 


for the Good of the Communion 
profeſſed by him. But this 
* F na- 


therefore being done by all 


ſo, it leaves his Authority as 
abſolute as himſelf can defire 
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over thoſe who are of it 
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reading ſuch Prayers, would 
from the Scandal of them, 


Further Proſpebt of | 
Unanimity of theClergy in not 


effectually ſecure the Church 


though the Biſhop ſhould 
concern himſelf no farther 
in it than by his Stlence. 
For, if ſuch Prayers were 
never read, there could be 
no Pretence that the Preſence 
of any private Communicant 
at our Eccleſiaſtical Ofices 
and Aſſemblies, ſhould be ta- 
ken for an Argument of his 
Approbation of them when 
they were not uſed in our 
Aſſemblies, However, tho' 
the Oficiating Clergy could 
not be prevailed on to forbear 
the offering up ſuch Prayers in 
the Name of their reſpective 
Congregations; yet, even the 
Laity themſelves may forbear 
their Part, of frgnifying 
their Aſent, by anſwering 
Amen 


0 
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no 
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the Caſe inView, &c. 
Amen to them. And they 
may juſtifie their Omiſſon of 
that Reſponſe by the known 
Principles of the Communion, 
without any Reflection on 
the Governours of it. This 
will better appear if their 


Caſe be known, yet never ta- 


ken Notice of by any publick 
Cenſure, And they would 
have no Reaſon to fear any 
ſuch Cenſure from Gover- 
nours acting on the common 
and known Principles of 
their Communion. In this 
Caſe they would have Rea- 
ſon to preſume that they have 
the Leave of their Cover- 
nous, when they know 
them obliged to grant them 


the Leave preſumed by the 


ſame Principles of the ſame 
Communion. And by how 
much their Caſe of thus 
frgnifying their Diſſent to 

| Fa mien 


67 


63 


A Further Proſpect of 


ſuch Prayers, by forbearing 


the Reſponſe, which ſignifies 


their Aſſent to their other 
Prayers, is more notorious, by 
ſo much the ſtronger Reaſon 
they have for that Preſumpti- 


on, (if the Biſhop takes no 
publick Notice of it,) that 
the Biſhop does not diſallow 
their Libery in this Parti- 
cular. Eſpecially if there 


be Multitudes that take the 


lame Liberty, without 


any Signification of Diſlike 
in the Governour, whole Of- 
fice it was to ſigniſie his 


Mind concerning this Omiſ- 
ſion, if he did indeed diſlike 
it. Nor is there any Rea- 


ſon to expect that the Biſhop - 
Mind 
more ezpreſly in ſuch a Caſe 


ſhould /½gniſie his 


as this is. That is, when 


there are no new Prayers in- 
ſerted in the common Off- 


ces 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
ces by any new Epiſcopal 
Authority, but the Significati- 


on of the ſame Prayers is 


changed only by the ez- 
trinſick change of the Perſons 
for whom they were origi- 
nally deſigned: Or when 


the Biſbops are diſabled to ex- 


erciſe their lawful Authority 


in ſuch a Way as may ſe- 


cure their Unanimity, with- 
out which we could not 
hope for the defired Suc- 
ceſs. However, when this 
Signification of a Diſlike is 
known, but not cenſured by 
the Spiritual Governours, nor 
Aſſent required from ſuch 
Diſſenters as they would 
approve themſelves veracious 
Communicants; this, at leaſt, 
would be apparent, that 
an Aſſent to ſuch Prayers is 
not inſiſted on as a Conditi- 

. 
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on of their Communion. - And 
this will be ſufficient to 
ſhow that the  Communicants 


yo 


cannot be under any Obliga- 
tion, on Account of thoſe 


Prayers, © to leave the Com- 
mut ion that uſes them. And 
it may ſuffice, to clear the 
Conſcience of the Communicant 


cerity or Scandal in ſuch acts 
of ee when it ſhall 
thereby appear that his 
11, continuing in the Communion is 


O one 


church indeed no Argument of his 
guet, Approbation of ſuch  Immoral 


long, if dif- 
fees, sel. Prayers. 


timents of In truth ſuch Pray ers in 


Subjects 


from their the Name of whole Bolies, to 
concraivg which every Individual 
Sec Member of the Bodies can- 


Prayers be 
jor hg not heartily aſſent, are un- 
© I avoidable in any great Body 


jects for ſe- 
— oh nnn. Nor can the 


from the 


Communion, ts | Um ty 


from any Suſpicion of Inſane 
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the Caſe in View, 8c. 
Unity of any Society hold 
long that is confin'd to fo 
tickliſh and contingent 
Conditions, Sometimes 
the Corruption of the Gover- 
nours, lometimes their Mi- 


ftakes, ſometimes that of 


the Subjects, and yet, on 
both Sides, conſiſtent with 
great Sincerity, may cauſe a 
Difference in Opinion con- 
cerning Occaſional Prayers be- 
tween Governours and their 
Subjects. Sometimes the 
change of the Signification of 
the Prayers, by extrinſick 
changes of the Perſons and 
Circumſtances, may make fo 


great a change in the Prayers 


themſelves, as that what 
Prudent too, in the firſt com- 
piling of it, may ceaſe to be 
either the one or the o- 
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A Further Proſpet of 


ther, without any Change 


or Difference of Opinion, ei- 
ther in the Governours, or in 
their Subjects, as in the Caſe 


already mentioned. And 


every Revolution of the 


State upon the Caſe of doubt- 
ful Titles, which have not 


Evidence enough to make all 
the Subjects of the ſame 
Opinion, muſt in courſe 
make a Schiſm in the Church, 


if this Exception be too 


ſcrupulouſly inſiſted on. 
Nor is it poſſible, in any 
long Succeſſion whatſoever, 
to avoid ſuch Titles. Occa- 
ſional Prayers are generally 
grounded on Fats, which 


. are often known Perſonally 


te few, and cannot be noti- 
fied to far the greateſt Part 
of thoſe who are concern- 
ed in the Prayers occaſioned 
W 22 by 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 

by them, but by remote and 
very exceptionable Teſtimo- 
nies. And, concerning 
Facts, even the Romaniſts 
themſelves dare not gene- 
rally defend the Infal#:ity 
of their Ecclefraſtical Superi- 
ors, - excepting what has 
been, of late, attempted by 
ſome of the daring Order, in 
their bigottry againſt the 
Janſeniſts. Muſt we there- 
fore have frequent Schiſms 
on account of theſe fre- 
quently returning Occaſions, 
which are inevitable in all 
Governments that are lodged 
in fallible Superior, and ſo 
liable to changeable Circum- 
ſtances, but no way 1mpu- 
table to the Communions 
from which the Separation 1 18 
made? Withal, thoſe Ho- 
aifwnal Prayers are * 

| 0 E 


73 


74 


Nor will the Nature of Go- 


deſerted for what may be 


A Further Froſpect of 
the Thoughts, not of the 
Majority, even of the Gover- 
nours themſelves, or of a ſto 


Number ſufficient to conclude 
the Abſents by any Rules of 
Government; but of thoſe 1 
only who are neat at Hand, 
and can be conſulted in the 
ſmall Keſpite that can be al- 
lowed for conſulting them. 


vernment allow that it 
ſhould ' be otherwiſe. So 
little Reaſon there is for 
concluding the Senſe of the In 
Church her ſelf from ſuch I © 
Proviſoonal Prayers, Why 
then ſhould the whole 
Communion of the Church be 


the Senſe of a very ſmall part 
of it, and may be as much 
Againſt the Senſe of the Ma- || © 
jority of it, as it is againſt the || t! 
Senſe 


/ 


_ theCaſeinView, &c. 
Senſe of thoſe particular Com- 
municants who are ſap 
to ſeparate for it? And 
where, can they betake 
themſelves, upon their 
Separation, where they will 
not find the ſame Inconve- 
viences, and as frequent, as in 
the Communion delerted by 
them? Where can they 
find a Communion in the 
World, where the Governours 
are not liable to the like 
variety of Opinions concern- 
ing Secular Titles, ſome- 
times really Litigious ? 
Maſt they therefore have 
no Prayers for their Governours 


at all? That both the differ- 


ing Parties will think in- 
conſiſtent with the Apoſtles 


Preſcription to the contra- 


ry. But it is impoſlible in 


that Caſe to preſcribe any 


Form 


5 
poſed 


! 

2 
4 
; 
| 
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vernment will take it for 


no doubt, determine that 


the Secular Power, ſhould be 


A Further Proſpect of 
Form wherein both Parties 
can agree. If therefore there i 
muſt be a Compliance of one 
Side, ſo far, at leaſt, as to 
bear with the contrary 
Sentiments in their com- 
mon Offices, while ſach 
Prayers are not impoſed as 
Conditions of Communion, the 
Favourers of the Secular Go- 


their own Prerogative to car- 
ry their Cauſe in this Par- 
ticular. And they will, 


the Prayers oftered in Church- 
es poſſeſſed by the Fawour of 


offered for that Competitor 
by whom they are maintain- 
ed in the Poſſeſſion of the 
Churches wherein the Pray- 
ers are made. This Plea 
our Adverſaries have a- 


gainſt 


the Caſe in View, &c. 

gainſt us now, whilſt we 
nave Spiritual Sovernours to 
pppolſe to the fallen Spiri- 
ual Governours, who have 
Right to legitimate our Pub- 
lick Ofices in the Name of 
dur Body and Communion. But 


o pretend in the Caſe in 
View ? The whole Right of 


ommunion is repreſented, 
ill be then in our Adverſa- 
ry Biſhops alone, whether 
the Communion be repreſent- 
ed in the Churches, or in 


ur private Aſſemblies for the 


How ſhall we then be able 
o juſtiſie our encroaching 
on the Right of our unrival- 
ed Superiors in their Prero- 
gative of impoſing Publick 


ought 


hat Right ſhall we be able 


Publick Offices wherein the 


elebration of Sacraments. 


fees? Thoſe therefore 


77 
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ought to be taken for cer. 


tain Giteria in Reaſonings of 


this Nature. God ought not 
fo to be underſtood in his 
Obligations to Veracity, as to 
make his own Eſtabliſh- 


ments inconſiſtent, and no 


way anſwerable to his own 
De/ign in making them. 
Seeing therefore it is cer- 
tain that he has made his 
Church as a Society ordinarily 
neceſſary to Salvation, he 
could not allow the Subject, 
ſuch a Liberty of ſeparating 
from its Communion as would 
excuſe them for ſeparating 
for Reaſons which muſt 
frequently occur under fallibli 
Superiors. Such a Reaſon this 
would be, of whole Offices 
of Prayers agreeable in eve- 
ry Particular with the private 
Sentiments of every ſingle 

| Com- 


; the Caſe inView, &c. 
Communicant, who is 
obliged to be preſent at 
them. If ſuch frequent Se- 


parations of ſcrupulous Perſons 


be juſtifiable, no numerous 
Body can long preſerve its 
Unity, nor could any falli- 
ble Government long ſecure 
Obedience. God would not 


therefore have conſined the 


Ordinary Means of Salvation 
to them, if ſo great Num- 
bers of very well meanin 
Perſons could not expe 

Salvation by them. This 
therefore muſt be as cer- 
tainly falſe, that ſuch Scru- 


ples as theſe concerning 


11075 are ſufficient to excu 

Separation, as it is certainly 
true, that God has made a 
Body, and Submiſſion to the 
Government of it, Ordinarily 
neceſ- 


Prayers preſcribed by » - 
ea 
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A Further Proſpect of 


neceſlary to that Salvation, 
which he deſigns that it 
ſhall be actually attained by, 
at leaſt, the generality of 
well-meaning Perſons. 

122 Tt is really impoſſible to 
ef have any General Commu- 
n fa nion of a whole numerous 
zine with Body, If it might excuſe par- 
particular ticular Communicants from 
pes” — their Duty to the Communion 
= profeſſed by them, that 
r«ioſh. every particular Petition is 

not adapted to the particu- 
lar Sentiments of each Commu- || ſm 
nicant, and if it were with- | ol 
al inconſiſtent with their Ve- || cor 
racity to be preſent at the uſe dv 
of thoſe Petitions which 8. 
were not 10; and they were lic 
no way concluded by the Senſe Þ| Se 
of their * even when al 
different from their own th 
Senſe. The ſingle Votes of || te: 


any 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
any very. numerous Body 
cannot poſlibly be collected 
(no, nor if even the Majori- 
ty,) as often as there is an oc- 
caſion of new Prayers. Yet 
even a Majority can do no 


even ſmaller Numbers of Diſ- 
enters, at Prayers not fitted 
to their particular Sentiment s 
conſiſtent with their Veraci- 
ty, than the Senſe of their 
common Superiors. That is, 
no otherwiſe than as the 
ſmaller Number of Diſſenters 
ought to be over-ruled and 
concluded by the Majority of 
Suffrages of their common 
Body. Thus it is in all Pub- 
lick Forms, whereby the 
Senſe of whole Bode 1s uſu- 
ally repreſented. Nor does 


of || temporary Forms ſolve the 
ny G Mat- 


more to make the Preſence of 


the new Invention of Ex- 
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Matter better. Even they 
are preſcribed Forms t0 all 
that are preſent in the Aſ- 
ſe embly, excepting. the Ora- 
tor himſelf. And there 
muſt be leſs -Fore/zght of 
what others can join in, up- 
on ſo little warning, than 
in the Iſſues of more ſedate 


Thoughts, and of Authori- 


zed Aſſemblies. They who 
are laſt wanting to them- 
ſelves, in contributing 
what they can by their 
own beſt Endeavours, have 
the beſt Title to the Divine 
Aſſiſtance. And the Pray- 
ers of Two or Three in an 
Aſſembly have a Promiſe of 
Chriſt's Freſence among them 
which is not made to their 


ſeparate Inventions: And 
Men Authorized by God him- 


ſelf to preſent his Peoples 
. Prayers 


the Caſe in View, 8c. 
Prayers to him have a pecu- 
lar Gift of the Spirit given 
them when they receive 


their Orders for the Benefit 
of the Publick more than 


themſeldes. Why then may 
they not expect a 1 


Meaſure of the Spirit of 
Prayer and Supplication ? If 
therefore even theſe may 
fail in repreſenting the 
Senſe of all that are con- 
cerned in Publick Aſſemblies, 
much rather they may fail 
which can pretend no high- 
er than to the Productions 
of natural Parts, and private 


Spirit. If any Forms could 


be thought of not liable to 
this Iuconvenience, we might 
moſt probably expect it in 
David's Pſalms. They were 
the ancienteſt Liturgical 
Forms we know of, both in 

G 2 the 
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the Jewiſh and the Chriſtian 
Chur ch and had withal 
rhat hig her Degrec of Druine 


A Made . and Inſpiration in 


their firſt Compoſure, to 
which no late Forms can 


pretend. Jet what David 
peaks in the Perſon of a 
King would not fit the Per- 


ſon of a Subject. What he 
ſpeaks as a Man cannot be 
repeated by a Woman in her 
on Perſon. What he ſays 
as an 0% Man, or as a Toung 
Man, cannot agree to any 
that are not of the ſame 
Age with himſelf, when he 
wrote thoſe particular Pſalms 
wherein he uſes theſe par- 
ticular Expreſſions, No more 
can his Euchariſtial Pſalms 
bent the Condition of Mourn- 
ers, nor the Pænitential ones 
tae State of Rejoicers. Eſpe- 

cially 


the Caſe in View, &c. 


And, ever? when they are 


ſtances of the Church, they 
may ſtill be as different as 
ver from the Caſe of the 


fore ſeparate from the Commu- 
jon of the Church when his 
predominant Sorrow, even 
or the greateſt Concerns of 
1s Soul, hinder him from 
partaking in the Church's 
y; or when the Iran- 
ports of his Heavenly Exul- 
ations over- ballance his pre- 
ent Sympathy in the Church's 


de conſcious. of thoſe ardent 
1 nd inflamed Paſſions that 
* : G 3 are 


a; | 43 1% 
ly when they return in 
Courſe, and are not particu- 
latly adapted to the parti- 
cular Prowidences of the S-a-* 


indeedFitted to the Circum- 


ommunicant. Muſt he there- 


11 ſo that he cannot 
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36 A Further Proſpe& of 
are imported by the Pathe- 
tical. Expreſſions of the 
Publick Offices ? If this be al- 
lowed, there can never be 
a laſting Communion of ſuch 
Numbers as God has been 
Nes, to oblige to conſtant 
Ommunion. "HIS 
13. The beſt Expedient TI can 
Pon think of, for ſatisfying 
_ vere aps. Conſcience in Affairs of this 
ed ard en- Nature, is this, to remem- 


delten ber that the Publick Offices 


to the Uſe ATE 3 deſigned for 
of Pubik the uſe of the Publick, and 


Religious 
A therefore to conſiſt of 


1 29 * * „ 
none were Petitions wherein. the Publich 
olige 3 ” 
fene ther is concerned, of which the 


face ches Governoursare the only Pro- 
chem. per and Authentick Judges; 
and that in Matters of this 
Kind private Perſons are to 
be concluded and over- ruled by 
their Governours, (in Caſe 
they 


2 — ws 4 > of ed 


* 


wh kn I} 


 theCaſe inView, &c. 
they differ from them in 
their Opinions concerning 
the Expediency of Prayers for 


the Publick Good,) whate- 


ver other Advantage they 


may have of their Gover- 
nours, in regard of better In- 
ftrmation, This I conceive 
to be the fundamental Mi- 
ſtakke of our Brethren in 


this Diſpute, that they 
think the Publick Offices to 
repreſent the Senſe of every 
particular Member of the 
Body concerning the things 
mentioned in the Prayers, 
and their private Opinions 
concurring with the Pub- 
lick; and that they think 
the Amen implies it, which 
whoſoever cannot anſwer 
weraciouſly, is by this Rea- 


ſoning therefore obliged 
"to ſeparata from the Commu- 


G 4 nion, 
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nion, And there is no doubt 
but that private Prayers 
were practiſed and encouraged 
in thoſe Times in the Pla- 
ces of their Publick Aſſemblies, 
and that none could offer 


ſuch - Petitions weraciouſly, 


who did not heartily deſire 


them. For ſuch there 


were Seaſons allowed in the 


Publick Solemnities, both of 


the Jews and Heathens; that 
is in the Intervals, when the 
Prieſts were making their 
Oblations in the Adyta, and 
had no Leiſure to attend to 
the verbal Offices. Theſe 
were private, as expreſſing 
the private Senſe of the Fe- 


titioners in his own Words, 


if in any Words at all. For 
it was at his own Pleaſure, 
where his Prayer ſhall be 


Local, or only mental. Sa. 


Hannah 


INK. WI: Ti 


W 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
Hannah Prayed for her Son. 
So the People prayed with- 
out, while Zacharias officia- 


ted at the Go/den Altar of 


Incenſe, in that part of the 
Temple which was not acceſ- 
fible by any but Prieſts, 
while they were imployed 
in that bolzeſt Part of their 


| Office. Such were the Pray- 


ers mentioned by Juvenal 
and Perſus, which even the 
Petitioners themſelves were 
aſhamed of, and therefore 
were not deſtrous of being 
heard by any but the Deities 


to whom they offered 
them. The like private 


Prayers gave Occaſion for the 
Oremus pronounced by the 
Deacon in the Chriſtian Offi- 
ces, to warn them when 
they were to diſcontinue ſuch 
their private Prayers that 

they 
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they might attend to thoſe 


which were offered in the 
Name of all. Theſe private 
Prayers none were con- 
cerned to knom, or to ratifie 
with their Amen, beſides 
the Por ſons who made them. 


Yet, the private Per- 


ſons, who wee alone con- 
cerned in them, had more 
Encouragement to hope that 
they might prove ſucceſsful 
when they were offered in 
their Aſſemblies, than if 
they had offered them /ing- 


ly in their private Cloſets. 


One Inducement was the 
Holineſs of the Places them- 
ſelves where their Publick 
Aſſemblies were kept, on that 
very Account of their be- 
ing ſet apart for the uſe of 
ſuch Aſemblies. This they 
had reaſon to hope for, by 

the 
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the C aſe in View, & 


tion itſelf performed by 


Perſons Authorized to tranſ- 
fer the Property of ſuch Pla- 
ces to Sacred Uſes, and em- 
powered by God to receive in 


his Name what was devoted 


by the Donors to him. 


This ſeparating it from pro- 


pbane Uſes, and. the conſe- 
quent Obligation upon Per- 
{ons there A ſembling to be- 
have themſelves, while 
they were there, with 


the Reaſonings of thoſe Times, 
on account; of the Separa- 
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more Caution and Circumſpe- 


dion than elſewhere, made 


it fitter for Divine Ap 


pearances and Manifeſtations 


than it had been before the 
Dedication. Beſides this, the 
Office. of - Conſecration .. (of 
which we have a very An- 


tient Form in the Dedica- 


E A Further Proſpect of 


tion of the Temple by Solb- 
mon,) requeſted a peculiar 


Notice of Prayers made in 


ſuch a Conſecrated Place, 
that God would hear in Hea- 
ven, and do according to 


the Petitions there offered. 


Not only grant that Prayers, 


alſo made towards it, ſhould 
find the like Acceptance. 
This made Daniel, in his 


Babyloniſh Captivity, open his 


Window towards Jeruſalem, 


though the Temple was then 


demoliſhed; and though he 
thereby ezpoſed himſelf to 


the Accuſations of his inſi- 


dious Adverſaries, who, it 


ſeems ezpefed he ſhould do 


ſo from his Principles and Pra- 
ctice before the Edict of the 
King, which had then made 
it Capital. Withal, thoſe 


Conſecrating Prayers, in the 


Firſt 


*. 


g 2 


D . 
Pt 


the Caſenn View, cc. i * 3 


1 
irft C onfecrations, Were uſt 
ll ſeconded by ſome ex- 


traordinary Significations of 
the Pleaſure of the Namen, 
ſuch as are mentioned in 
the Scripture in the Dedicati- 
ons of the Tabernacle and the 
Temple. By theſe the Conſe- 
crators were ſatisfied of the 
Litation of their Sacrifices, 
and the Succeſs and Accep- 
tance of their Conſecratory 
Prayers; and that God ac- 
cordingly would anſwer 
their Expectations, in bear- 
ing their future Prayers re- 
lating to ſuch Places, and 
performing what ſhould be 
defired in them. And the 
ſame was preſumed alſo after 
the failing of thoſe Extra- 
ordinaries, when there were 
no ominous Frognaltications to 
the contragy, ,. To, which 

| may 


A Further Proſpe of = 


94 
may be added, (in Rela- 
tion to our Chriſtian Pra- 
ctice,) the Promiſe of our 
Lord himſelf, that he would 
be preſent where Two or Three 
are gathered together in his 
Name, which Promiſe does 
not belong to Perſons pray- 
ing /ngly. Theſe Conſide- 
rations ' made Communicants 
willing to pray for their 
peculiar unknown Requeſts 
in the Places appoint- 
ed for the Publick Aſſem- 
blies. Yet none of their 
Brethren were obliged to 
ſecond them in ſuch their 
i; unknown Petitions, by 
They were anſwering Amen to them. 
nor onlyin This was the Caſe in 
Pn. Petitions of ſo appropriated n 
mens, bur Nature, as that none but 
alſo, „ the Petitioner himſelf was 
when the ©”, . 
Pe, Concerned in them. But 
1 bis · | it 
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it was not only in Aﬀairs of 
this Kind that private 

. | Prayers were uſed in the 

1 || Primitive Chriſtian Aſſemblies; | 
1 

s 
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they alſo practiſed in all 
thoſe Forms of the Ancient 

|| Lturgies, where Prayers 
_ 8 were bidden, but not pre- 
ſcribed, though the Subjects 
were of publick Concern- 
r | ment, as they generally 
s were in the Forms of bid- 
ding. Theſe bidden Prayers 
were generally of the Dea- 
+ | cons, who were the jours, 
o | who put the ſeveral Per ſons 
concerned in the Publick Ofi-' 
ces in mind of their Turns, 
that they might be managed 
1 | without Confuſon. Biſhops Z 
a and Prieſts never, that I k 
+ | remember, bid Prayers, 4 
is but uſe Forms, wherein 
it | they expected that all _ 
* 7 
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A Further Proſpect of 
Congregation ſhould join by 
anſwering Amen. This 
Form of bidding therefore 
uſed by the Deacons, was 
only a Recommendation of the 
Public Neceſſities of the 
Church to thoſe private De- 
votions of the particular 
Communicants, for which a 
Reſpite was allowed when 
the Sacerdotal' Miniſters were 
employed in their Myſtical 


Offices, in a Voice purpoſely 


low, that it might not be 
underſtood by any but 
thoſe who themſelves of- 
ficiated ; or in Intervals be- 
tween the Bi/hops Orders to 
the Singers and Readers for 
New Leſſons or New Pſalms, 
which were not ( as they 
have been ſince the IVth 
Century) Stated, but Arbitra- 
ry, In theſe hidden Prayers 

there- 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
therefore no Forms of Words 
was preſcribed,. but every 
particular Communicant was 
left to his own Diſcretion, 
how he would expreſs his 
own Defres, whether by 
any Form of Words at all, or 
only Mentally, It was ſuffi- 
cient that all were agreed in 
paying for the things menti- 
oned in the Form of Bid. 
ding. Yet whether they 
did 10, or not, could not be 
known, but only preſumed. 
But here was no Dſe of the 
aſſenting Form of anſwering 
Amen, where every one 
prayed for himſelf, and none 
concerned himſelf in the 
Forms of his Fellow m- 
municants. And I am apt to 
think that this was the 
Reaſon why this Form was 


appropriated to the Order 
#| of 
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of the Deacons, who are not 
Authorized to convey God's 
Bleſſings to the People, nor 
the Peoples Prayers to God, 
that being the proper Office 
of Sacerdatal Mediation and 
Interceſſtion between both Par- 
ties concerned in the Coye- 
| nants 
15. The Caſe was otherwiſe 
3 vhere Pr teſts, of any Kind, 


of Prayers, 


wherein were concerned. There 


whole A- . 
ſemblies are the Form of Words wherein 


concerned WI . 

© jim, ar the Petition was conceived 

[cited by is al ways uſed by the officia- 

me car ting Prieſt, which left the 

ſuch Hm private Communicants no other 
Liberty but that of an- 
ſwering Amen when they 
found it agreeable to their 
own Sentiments. And I 
know no Hypotheſis what- 
ſoever whereby it can be 
denied to be the Prieſts 


Right 
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i Right to preſeribe the Wards 
= Publick Prayers in the 
5 Name of the whole Congre ga- 
e 
d 


tions wherein they offer 

them. The moſt clamo- 

rous Oppoſers of Forms in ge- 

neral are themſelves moſt 

licentious in practiſing it. 

Every private Miniſter a- 

1 mong then impoſes his aft 

deliberate Thoughts on the 

whole Body how different 

ſoever from the Senſe of the 

greateſt part of his Auditors. 

Not was it ever otherwiſe, 

nor could be, but that the 

Officiator's Words,” as well as 

Thoughts, muſt be the Rule 

to thoſe wilo are to join 

with him: Among the s e 

Romans it was = Office of . sr. 1.5! 

the preſiding Prieſt, præire in 

the cee bite, af of 

Vows Ofily, but of Prayers 
H 2 allo. 
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alſo. This left no Liberty 
of Words to thoſe who were 
concerned, as Auditors and 
Communicants, to join in thoſe 
Offices as they were practi- 
ſed, even among the Hea- 
thens. The ſame muſt have 
been the Caſe in all other 
Offices which were Muji- 
cal. Theſe muſt have been 
certain Forms, approved, 
at leaſt, and received into 
publick Uile by the Governours 
of the Communion, whoever 
they were who were the 
Compoſers of them. By thoſe 
Governours they were impoſed 
on the pablick officiating 
Singers, which Office of 
Singers was received, not 
only among the Heathens, 
but among the 7ews and 
Chriſtians alſo. Nor could 
they have been fitted to 

Muſical 


the Caſe in View, &c. 


Muſical Tunes, ( wherein 
whole Chorus's might jorn, 
ſometimes together, ſome- 
times in {ſeparate Parts) if 
all the Words had not been 
aſcertained by the. Authority 
from which the Singers re- 
e I ceived them. Nor could 
the new Songs have been 
looked on by the Halmiſt 
1 himſelf as ſuch Rarities, if 
l, Wit had been their conſtant 
Practice to vary their Forms 
I relating to the /ame Subjects 
T Fas often as they met in 
their Publick Aſſemblies, as 
le they do who are againſt 
d repeating the ſame Forms. 
Theſe muſt certainly have 
been ſet Forms which are 
inſcribed to the chief Muſe 
tan, The Words were fixed 
before they came to him, 
who was to fix the Tunes 


T4 be- 
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before the Inferjqr Singers 
were to ofer them in the 
Name of the People. Thus it 
appeared that neither Ward: 
nor Tunes were in the 
Power of the private Commu- 
nicants. Nothing therefore 
could be left to private Per- 
ſons in ſuch Offices but their 
Amen, as far as that was 
conſiſtent with their Veraci- 
ty. The ſame was alſo the 
Caſe of the Proſaick Prayers 
offered by the 5 and 
Prieſts 1 in their own Perſons, 
but in the Name of their re- 
ſpective Congregations. Theſe 
have always been received 


into Vſe by that Authority of 


the Church which Autho- 
rized the Liturgical Offices. 
And that without conſult- 


ing particular Communi- 


cants, or any Majority of 


them, or any Body of them 


which 
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Ss | which might any way re- 
© | preſent the Whole, or conclud- 
CY the Abſents. Nor has even 
5 | Blonde! himſelf, who is fo 
© || concerned for the Rights of 
* the People of all kinds, ob- 
© | ſerved one ſingle Inftance 
where the P-op/e were ever 
conſulted concerning Pray- 
ers, to which their A/ent 
vas nevertheleſs expected, 
and preſumed. Yet it had been 
of the greateſt Conſequence to 
d have conſulted them on 
5 | theſe Occaſions, if every 
E- || Difference of Opinion had 
ie been thought ſufficient to 
excuſe their ſeparating from 
the whole Communion for 
preſerving the Reputation 
of their Veracity. So clear 
it is, that the Clergy are, 
and always have been, in an 
uncontroverted Poſſeſſon of 
this Night, of tranſacting 

N 
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in the Name of their Spiritu- 
al Societies, without particu- 


lar Delegations to do ſo. 


Nor is there any Society that 
J know of, that is numerous, 
wherein the ſame Power 1s 


not allowed to Governours, as 


abſolutely neceſſary for dit- 
charging their Truſt upon the 
Principles of Government in 
general, without any parti- 


cCular Stipulations for con- 


veying it. Whoever are 
made Governours, are there- 
by made the Authorized Zudg- 
es of the Publick Good, by 
which the Senſe of the 
Body 1s to be determined, 
as - to all their Motions as a 
Body. Accordingly all the 
Executive Power is, at the 
ſame time, committed to 
them, to put it in their 


Fomer to execute what they 
hall jadge for the Publick 
Good 
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own. And why is this Power 


when there is no more 


thencefor ward be preſu- 
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Good, who can judge by no 
other Judgments but their 
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committed to them, but to 
enable them to over=rule all 
Private Judgments, when diffe- 

rent from theirs ? This Diffe- 
rence of Private Judgments | 
concerning the Publick Good, | 
and the Animoſities and 


Wars which are the natural 
Conſequences of that Difference, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
1 
þ 4 


equal Umpire to over-rule 
the Party that 1s judged un- 
reaſonable, is indeed the 
true Reaſon, obliging Free 
Perſons (where the Right of 
Government is derived from | 
Compacts of ſuch Free Per- 
ſons) to enter into Societies. 
When therefore they agree 

to form a Society, and ſettle 

a Government, they muſt 


med 
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ed to agree to transfer this 
Right they had before of in- 
ſifting on their on Judg- 
ments concerning the Pub- 
lick Good to the Authority ſet- 
tled by them, as a more 
Impartial judge between 
them, than each can be in 
Relation to his own Opini- 
on. Thus it is in Matters 
of the greateſt Conſequence, 
but eſpecially in Prudentials 
relating to preſent Circum- 


ſtances of Time and Place. 


Theſe are generally left by 
the Supreme Governours to the 
Diſcretion of their Subordi- 
nate Delegates, as beſt fitted 
for the Deciſion of ſuch 


Matters, by their Preſence 


in thoſe Circumſtances which 
are uncapable of any gene- 
ral Determinations. See- 
ing therefore it peculiarly 

belongs 
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belongs to the Spiritual Go- 
vernqurs to preſcribe the Pray- 
ers which are for the gene- 
ra] Good of the Spiritual Socie- 


ties, as the molt competent 


Judges of the Publick Good of 


ſuch Societies, it muſt much 


more belong to them to 
judge of thoſe Hoviſſona i 
Prayers which are to be fit- 
ted to preſent Ci. cumſtances. 
This Holds in Wremen 
derived Originally from 
Contracts of the particular 
Members of the Societies, 
formed by fuer Compactsz | 
but more firmly in a Co- 
vernment of that Nature we 
are ſpeaking of; that is, of 
a Government immediately 
derived from God himſelf, 
ſuch as this is of the Spiritu- 
al Sgciety. As the Clergy re- 
preſent God, and can oblige 
him 
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him to ratiſie in Heaven 
what they act by his Au- 
thority on Earth; ſo it is 
certain, that as they do not 
receive that Authority from 
the People, ſo neither can 
they receive any Bounds of 
it from them. The only 
Pretence for the Peoples Re- 
ſtraint can be as to that Au- 
thority they have of repre- 
ſenting, and obliging the Peo- 
ple, becauſe Prayers in the 
Name of the People may be 
taken for an Original Right 
of the People whole Defrres 
are to be expreſſed in the 
Prayers; yet Renunciation of 
their own Judgments is ta- 
ken for ſo eſſential to the 
conſtituting a Society and 
Government, that, when 
they are once ſettled, Com- 
munities are, in the Civil 
XY: Law, 


t 
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Law, taken for Minors, As 


therefore Minors are con- 


cluded by the Acts of their 


Guardians, (though no On- 
ſent be either obtained or 


asked; ſo the Senſe of the 
Eccleſiaſtical Superiors is ſuf- 
ficient to conclude the 


Eccleſiaſtical Community, how 


different ſoever it may prove 
from the Senſe of many of 
its particular Members. Yet 


God is alſo here concerned, 
as to the Right he alſo has 
to determine by whom he 


will be pleaſed to accept of 


thoſe Prayers which are of- 


fered in the Name of the 


People: So he was pleaſed 
to declare, in the Caſe of 
the Friends of Job, that 
he would not accept of 
their own Prayers for them-. 
ſelves, but by the Meditation 


of 
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fors in Affuirs relating to 


4 Further Proſpect of 
of Job, who had been inju- 
red by their former cenſo- 
rious Diſcourſes. So be al- 
fo heard the Prayers of Abra- 
ham for Abimeleck, in rela- 
tion to the Sin of derain- 
ing Sarab from him. Ha- 
ving therefore appointed the 
Clergy as the Publick Ro 

& 


Publick Good of the Spirit! 
Society), God has thereby 
impowered them immediate. 
to be the Judges of thbſe 


Prayers for the Publirk, 


which may hope for Accep. 
tance witli him, and Has de. 
prived Private Members of 
that Right they might o- 
therwiſe have pretended of 
preſenting their Prayers for 
the Publick in their own' 
Words; at leaſt as to the 
Forms by which they were 

to 


the Caſe in View, 8c. 121 
to be preſented by the Off 
ciating Miniſters. | 
This Point therefore be- 6. 
ing gained, that the preſeri- cu. e, 
bing the Forms of the Publicb pn 
Prayers belongs to the approved 
| Kight of the Governing Arg 


4 gy; it will thence follow: df the fone 
chat no Private Communi- ai 
cant can jquſtifie his invading own our 
elves em- 


© ie, but will be anſwerablet chat 
it he do ſo, for all the Conſe- bbb 
Ye that may follow, upon ad, 
＋ it. And this Right is cer- f fick 
tainly invaded byany Priwvateiwhich we 
Communicant, who ſhall ug we 
venture to ſeparate from the de . 
Communion for Prayers un- An. 
warrantable, ſo long as the 
Communion is neither Hereti- 

cal, nor Schiſma tical Sor it 
would be Judged, in the 

like. GCaſe, in any other Soci- 

ety. It is certain that Ad- 


dreſſes 
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dreſſes and Petitions are made 
in our Parliaments to our 
Princes, which many Parti- 
cular Menabers believe-not 
unreaſonable only, but unlaw- 
ful; yet theſe over-voted 
Members, when they are 
over-ruled by Majority of Suf- 


frages, do not diſcharge the 


Daty of Good Subjects, un- 
lefs they acquielce till they 


have an Opportunity of 


carrying their juſter Point 


as fairly as the contrary has 


been carried by their Ad- 
verſaries. None could 
commend their Juſtice, or 
their Prudence either, if they 
ſhould therefore leave the 
Houſe ; but their Country 
would have juſt Cauſe to 
treat them as Publick Enemies, 
if they ſhould therefore go 


over to any Aſlemblies oppo- 
: »” _ 


the Caſe in View, &c. 


oppoſite to the Laws of their 
Country. That is not all; 


they are to treat the Lan 


carried againſt them as a 
Law of their Country, and 
the Petition as the Senſe of 
their Body, as much as 
themſelves would have ex- 
pected it from their Adver- 
ſaries, if they had carried 
their ſuppoſed juſter Cauſe 
againſt them by as great a 
Majority of Suffrages. Sup- 
poſe we therefore that the 


their own over-voted Mem- 
bers to preſent ſuch an Ad- 
dreſs to the Prince: This 
was really the Caſe of one of 
the moſt Conſcientious 
Stateſmen in the Reign of 
King Charles II. An Ad- 
dreſs was then carried unac- 
ceptable to the Prince, and 

n 1 oppoſed 


Houſe ſhould order one of 
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oppifed' by that very Ferſon 
in the Hoſes ;,; Yet his A 
verlaries were not content- 
ed ith their duoceſsagainſt 
him there; but, to inſult 
him the more, pitched up- 
on him particularly as the 
Ferſen hp was to deliver 
3B it: . 
fore decline the Office; 
4d he think himſelf ble 
ed in Duty to do ſo. He 
ew very. well che Right 
the Hoſe had to pitch upon 
him, as well as any ot&er 
Member, for Services of 
that Nature; and that there 
was no allowed Rule to excuſe 
Perſons from thoſe Services, 
who had been over-woted in 
carrying the Addreſs, any 
more than others, when the 
Majority of the Houſe. were 
pleaſed. to inſiſt on their 
| 9 Right. 
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Right. He knew withal, 
that ſuch 9 of it 
as the Act of his Body was 
very true, and very conſſtent 


with his own private Senti- 


ments to the contrary. 
Whilſt he oppoſed it in the 
Houſe, his Adverſaries 
themſelves had allowed 
himſelf the ſame Liberty 
they had taken them/elves. 
And they knew themſelves 
obliged by the Principles of 
the Conftitution to do ſo. 
knew their carrying it a- 
12 did mot oblige 

im to chang e his Opinion, 
nor was ever anlefiad to 
do 1d. \He knew they had 
no intereſt to underſtand it 
ſo, m knowing very well 
how eaſie it was for his 
Caſe tu become theirs, when 
they thouſd _ be ower-woted 
2 in 
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in future Odcaſions. He 
knew his very Ad of He- 
ſentation implied no ſuch 
change in his Private. Opini- 
on, no Form of preſenting it 
implying that he preſent- 
ed it as his on Opinion, 
but theirs. He knew the 
Rule by which it had been 
carried, as having a Majari- 
ty of Suffrages, plainly ſup- 
poſed that that wight and 
aught to be taken for the 
Senſe of the Bod), Which 
was not the Senſe. of all, 
even preſent, Members: 
And, by this Rule, he could 
not deny, nor doubt, but that 
it was really the Senſe of his 
Body, How could he there- 
fore excuſe himſelf from the 
Duty impoſed on him, 

no 
more but his aſſenting to 
of 1 2 
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A - known undeniable” Truth, 
7 at the Command of thoſe who 
were Authorized by the Laws 
of his Country, to oblige hin? 
He did not fer to excuſe 
himſelf. Nor can I ſee 
how our Dear Brethren'can, 
by the ſame Parity of Rea- 
ſoning, excuſe themſelves in 
the Caſe we are now con- 
cerned for. Their Preſence 
at the blamed Prayers does 
no more imply their Appro- 
bation of them, than his 
Preſentation of the now men- 
tioned Addreſs: did that he 
approved it, either before or 
after it had paſſed the Houſe. 
His preſenting it as the Senſe 
of the Houſe, though contrary 
& | to his on private Senſe, 
ic and his owning it as a Duty 
a, | to do.ſo, by an Authority 
10 | himſelf owned ſufficient to 
£0 "wo lay 
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lay that Obligation on Him, 
implied no more than his 
owning himſelf as a Menber 
of that Body which conclu- 
ded him, ae h diſſenting 

from them in Opinion) by 
their rightfully prevailing 


Authority. This Duty of a Mem- 


ber to the common Body was 
that which prevailed with 
him, not only to be preſent 
at the Delivery of this Ad- 
dreſs, but to be concerned 
as a Principal (ſo far at leaſt 
as a Subordinate Power can be 
reckoned as a Principal, in 
Compariſon with others of 
the ſame Rank of Subordi- 
nates ) in the Delivery of it, 
though contrary to his:'own 
Opinion. Nor is there any 
thing in this Conſideration 
alſo that will not fully 
reach our Bretbren * 
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the Caſe in View. They net- 
ther can excuſe themſelves 
then for living without Sacra- 
ments, nor can they, by 
Princi — . Sacra- 


ments in any other Com- 
munion, by che K Reaſonings 
already infiſted on. Nor 


will theix Preſence at the 
Publick Offices, without an- 
ſwering Amen to thoſe par- 
ticular Prayers, imply their 


Aﬀent to them any more 


than that ExceMent Per- 
ſon's preſenting the Addreſs 
did his Approbation of it. 
Preſence alone is certainly 
the lower Degree of Approba- 


tion, if both of them were 
to be taken for any Degrees ; 


a 


119 


at all. If therefore his Dz- 


ty as a Member obli ed him 
to preſent the Addreſs,  how- 


ever otherwiſe ungrateful to 


E 1 4 him, 
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Memberſhip muſt, at laſt, 


17. 


Our Preſence 


ar the bub cannot be preſent at the 


A Further Proſpe& of . 
him, much more their 


oblige them to be preſent at 
diſliked Prayers, eſpecially 
when they may be ſo with- 
out any Signification of 
Aſſent ; and when they can- 
not avoid their being preſent 
at them without violating 
their Duty to the whole 
Gs... i 
But you conceive that we 


bon Publick 4 emblies, where a ” 


ſenting to 


lde lama ſtated Liturgy is uſed, and-eve- || © | 


Petitions, 
Accounts 
for both 


our Duties, 


both to ou 
Spiritual 
Super iors, 
and to our 


private Ve- 


racity. 


ry Perſon oblig d to ſay Amen to 
every Prayer of. it, without in- 
r volving our ſelves in the Guilt YN | 
of the Immoral Petitions. 11 
ſhould indeed be inclinable | | 
to be of your Mind, iff} 
what you ſuggeſt had been | + 
true, that the ſame Duty to 
our Communion, which obli- “ 
, _— 


ges us to be preſent at the 


our Cmmunion. 
ſecure our ſelves from the 
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ah; abs had obliged us to 
anſwer Amen to every parti- 


cular Prayer. But the Rea- 
ſoning now inſiſted on may 
let you ſee the ſeparableneſs 


of theſe Two Duties: That 


our Preſence at the Aſſemblies 
of the Body, whoſe Commu- 
nion we profeſs, does not ob- 


lige us to be of the ſame 


tion preſcribed by them. 


If both theſe may be per- 
formed at once, it will be 
the beft Expedient for re- 


conciling our Conſcience and 
We ſhall 


Guilt of the Immoral Petiti- 


ons, if we ſignifie our Diſ- 
ſent, by not anſwering Amen 


to theſe, as we do the other 
| | Peti- 


- 
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Opinion of the Governours of - 
it in every particular Peti- 


| A Farther Proſpett᷑ of 
Petitions. This muſt needs 
argue our different Opinion 
of thefe Petitions from what 
we have of the other Petiti- 
ons wherein we do without 
Scruple join. And on the 
other Side, if we will on 
our ſelves Members of the 
Bod), in whofe Name the 
Petitions are offered, I can- 


not ſee how we can do it on 


eaſier Terms than thoſe of 
being preſent at the Uſe of 
them, without any Significa- 
tion of our particular Aſent. 


That very Advantage which 


they have, as being the 
Fenſe of the greater part, and 
as being impoſed by thoſe 
whoare the Authorized Judges 
of the Bod), and of what is 
to be requeſted for the Pub lcd 


ond of the Boh, (of which 


they are likewiſe the-compe- 
1 te nt 


» * EN Wu WW =Srw we imo I UT wo TWRrH FR FWw ww 


| the Cuſſ in him, ce. 
tent Judges) muſt neceffart- 
ly entitled them to be fairly 


hom much ſoever they may 
differ from the priuate Opi- 
nions of particular Members 


of tho ſame Fach. And their 


ally the Senſe of 
the Body; intitles them to a 
Place in the Publich Offices, 
wherein the Senſe of the 


and of : privat 
othenwite than as they are 
cortinaed-1n the Body as Mem- 
bers of it, or concluded by It 
as ob Members, We 
cannot therefore deny but 
that they will have an Ec- 
cleftaftically Legal Title to 
the Pines they ſhall then 
profeſs in our Publick Litur- 
gies, by the Authority of that 
mn of which we _ 

then 


— — Body, 
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Bddy is to be repreſented; 
wate Per ſons nao 


| 
| 
| 
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ons be uſed in them, to 
which we cannot heartily 
aſſent. We own our:Duty to 


A Farther Propel of 1 
8 de 
then be obliged in Cunſcience 
to profeſs our ſelves Mem- 
bers, when we ſhall have 
no other Authority to oppoſe 
to it which may. any way 


pretend to conclude diſſent- 


ing Members, Nor can I 


ſee how we can profeſs our 


ſelves Members of the Body, 
by whoſe Authority we are 
over-ruled by our Preſence at 
thoſe Ofices, where our Du- 
ty to the Community requires 
our Preſence, though Petiti- 


the Government of the Socie- 
2 by being preſent at their 
ublick Aſſemblies, when they 


are pleaſed to require it from 


us. And we do, at the 
fame time, own that our 
Compliance therein is not de- 

rived 


the C aſe in View, 8c. 


ame Opinion, by abſtaining 
xy | 4ſent is uſually ſignified. 


rived from our being of the 
from the Reſponſe by which 
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t- | And by our Preſence on thoſe 


Terms we both ratifie the 
Authority of imipoſmg Forms 
in the Publick Offices, con- 
trary to our private Opini- 
ons. Nor ſhall we, in ei- 
ther Particular, violate, but 
es || comply with, the Duty of our 
i- private Stations; and that 
to | without involving our ſelves 
in the Guilt of the Immoral 
Petitions, which are Immoral 
only in them who Aſſent to 
them. I beſeech our Dear 
Brethren to conſider theſe 
m Things ſedately and impar- 
e tially,” as Lovers of Peace 
ir | where it is conſiſtent with 
e- a good Conſcience, 


Again 
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ou, Again I ſhall intreat 
le a the them to conſider what 
titiont will Ground there 18 for what you 
was are here pleaſed to ſuppoſe 
wer Amen Without any at all, 
that all who. are preſent at 
the {mimoral Petitions, are ab- 
liged to ſay Amen to them. 


I here preſume that by Ob-. 


gation they mean an Obliga- 
tion in Conſcience; no n 
Obligation can exauſe fri 
ſeparating. from 8 
nion, on Pretence of this an- 
tecedent Obligation which they 
fear they ſhouid vierte if 
they ſhould continue in the 
 Communim, 1 preſume fur- 
ther that they mean this 
Obligation of Conſcience derived 
from the Act of their G- 
- Yernours, as intending to lay 


this Obligation on their Con- 


ſcience, in Purſuance of 
ih that 


WF time, believe the Immoral Pe- 


the Caſe in View, &c. 
that general Obligation God 
himſelf has been pleaſed to 
lay upon their Conſciences 
to be ſubject to thoſe Couer- 
naurs whom himſelf has Au- 
thorized, and obliged the Sub- 


„Ii to obey them, as well 


for Conſcoence, as for other 
Conſiderations. This is the 
only Senſe in which they 
can poſſibly mean this O1 
gation. on their Conſcience, 
whilſt they do, at the ſame 


titions inconſiſtent with the 
Diſcharge of a Good Conſci- 
ence, in regard of Cod imme- 


diately, and inſiſt on that 


Plea; for their Separation 
from the Communion of God's 
Authorized Vicegerents. But 
how. can they prove that e- 
ven their Eccleſaſtical Gover- 
nours intended to oblige them 
to 
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to anſwer Amen to thoſe 


ry 
dig 
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Immoral Petitions ? Yet, if it 
be not proved, 1t takes away 
the whole Pretence for ſepara- 
ting from the Communion, For 
ber Superiors never intend- 
ed to oblige them to ſignifie 
their Aſſent to thoſe parti- 
cular- Petitions, they can 
then pretend no more Ob/:- 
gation from their Subordinate 
Superiors, than from God 
himſelf, in regard of Conſci- 
ence, to ſignifie it. That 
will leave them at their 
own Liberty to make the 
Anſwer, though they ought 
not to take the Liberty of ab- 
ſenting themſelves from the 
Communion. And it is cer- 
tain that other Bodies, where- 
in things are carried by Ma- 
jority of Suffrages, do not im- 
pole their own Sentiments 

on 
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the eaſe m View, Sec. 
on over · voted Diffeaters. On 
the contrary, they uſualiy 


alli them to keep their Cyi- 
nions, ſo far as it may be con- 


ſiſtent with the Peace of the 


Community. Nor do they 
think it Seditious, — 
they ſuffer the Senſe contr 
to Thats own Senſe, to 
for the Senſe of the Body, 
when it is fairly carried a- 
gainſt them by the Rules 
of the C 0 And if 
it be a Petition in the Name of 
the Body, its being preſented to 
the Perſon. to whom it is ad- 
dreſſed, is a Right conſequent 
to the other R:ght it had, to 
the Senſe of the Body 
among all Peaceable, Dutiful 
D:iſjenting Members of the 
ſame. Body. This therefore 
cannot be hindred, by even 


Canſctencious Dienern, 


KR con- 


I 30 


Rigbt in a Particular of this 


arg 


A Further Profpebt of 
conſiſtently with their Du- 
ty to the Body and the Go- 
vernment of it, when the 
Rightful Guvernours of it are 
pleaſed to inſſt upon their 


Nature. It will therefore be 
a Violation of their Duty to 
the Body to ſeparate from the 
Communion for no better a 
Reaſon than their private Dil- 
ſent; becauſe it cannot be 
done without Invading 
Rights properly belonging 
to the Body and its Rightſy! 
ing firſt ſecured, that. the 
Diſſent be managed with the 
fy which becomes their 


Mode 


Subordinate Station, the Diſ- 
to 


ſent albne, with regard 
Conſcience, is not likely to 
be blamed by thoſe 'whoſe 
Turn it may be to be over- 
ruled 


the Cuſe in Niem, &c. 
ruled themſelves; and there- 
fore by no Govermurs who 
may themſelves be anſwer- 
able to a higher Juriſdicti- 
on. Yet ſuch they often 
are, as has — been 
obſerved; who are the erdi- 
nary Introducers of Occaſtonal 
Petitions. ' A very ſmall Num- 
ber of the Rightful Gover- 
Hours, too 8 to conclude the 
Majority of Ahſenters of their 
own Rank by their preſent 
Votes. Their Senſe there- 
fore cannot in Conſcience be 
Judged the Senſe of the Go- 

ing Part of the Commu- 
nion. Nor can it therefore 
vblige any Private Commu- 
nicant to aſent to it, on 
that Account alone of his 
being 'a Communicant. But 
all greut Bodies find them- 
e obliged to bear with 

K 2 © ſuch 
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Further Proſpect of 
fach ſv efficient Determina- 
tions for a time, till more 
deciſive ones may be had, if 
the Moment of the thing de- 
ferve and neqwre. it. Yet all 
Prudent, even ſufficient Aus 
thorities, are unwilling to be 
underſtood to confine: their 
Subjects private Sentiments 
in things Occaſſonal and Tem-. 
porary, where the Freedom of 
their Thoughts Modeſtly in- 
ſiſted on, are very ;regcileds 
ble with the great Ends of 
Governnient, and with Sin: 
cere and Pious Defſegns for 
the Public Good. Why 
ſhould we therefore judge 
otherwiſe of our own Spins 
tual Superiors, till they be 
Pleaſed to declare err 
ſelves to the contrary? Nor 
is there any likelihood = 
_ * ſo declare them- 
ſelves, 


- oO a 
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felves, though our Lays 
Had allowed them a great- 
er Liberty to do ſo than we 
know they have ſince the 
Encroachments of ' Henry 
VIIlth, However, till 
they actually declare their 
Deſign that every particular 
Communicant ſhould an- 
{wer Amen to the controverted, 


as well as to the other Peti- 


tions, we have no reaſon to 
inſiſt on a general Preſumption, 
that they will do ſo as a 
Cauſe of leaving the Communi- 
on, becauſe we cannot hear- 
tily affent to the Immoral 
Prayers, The rather ſo, 
becauſe the Nature of the 


thing itſelf is ſuch as to 


afford us better Reaſon to 


preſume that they will never 


declare that they intend to 
oblige us to anſwer Amen to 
fin K 3 the 
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| the controverted Petitions. 
Without this precarious Pre- 
| ſumption, we ſhall not then 
| 
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1 be able to plead any thing 
4 that can make their Com- 
a munion ſinful to as; 
4 which if we cannot do 
we cannot ezcuſe our Se- 
paration. 
1% But ſuppoſing Preſence 
Our r at ſuch ſinful Prayers to be 
anſwering no Argument of Conſent to 


Amen to the 


Innoral them, vou enquir e, WH 


rs will 
nk we not be preſent at t 
at opp?ſite 4 N 
rupt Worſhip * This Objection 
fuſing that y 1 
ers of the -nt to any 
Communion, if we would act 


not excuſe may 

our Preſence Rom iſh Ma 2 „ or any of her cor⸗ 

Communions, 

fn this have more Force, if 

other Pray- Preſence at a Communion did 

Communim Ot oblige to a c 

e 75. of the Prayers uſed in the 
wvraciouſly. But it does not 

follow, that becauſe Pre- 
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fence at a Gommunion does 
. argue 
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the Caſe in Niem, &r. 
argue a Conſent to ſome Pray- 


ers in it, therefore it muſt 


do o to every particular 
Prayer uſed in the Communi- 
en, without which you can- 
not infer that it muſt ar- 
gue a Conſent to the Prayers 
concerned in our preſent Di. 
pute. We muſt therefore 
diſtinguiſh where this Argu- 
ment will ho, and where 
it will ot. This will give 


you a clear Acedunt why I 
conceive no Confent to thofe 


particular Prayers implied 


in all who are prefer in the 
Offces wherein they ate u- 
ſed. Preſence therefore at 
the Prayers of any Commun- 
on was; by the Calbolick In 
ter pretation of this Pra- 
cfice, judgeck to amply an 
Approbation at laſt ef the 
Commamon; eſpecially where 
v7 K 4 the 
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the Reſponſes were uſed to 


ſent at the Prayers of oppo- 


A Further Proſpect of 


any of the Prayers that 
were d-/;gned to ſigniſie the 
Communicant's Approbation 
of them. This implied that 
the Communicant owned him- 
ſelf as one of the Body, in 
whoſe Name the Prayers were 
uſed by the officiating Mi- 
niſters, who were appointed 
to repreſent the Senſe of the 
Body. And ſo 1 alſo un- 
derſtood our Preſence and 
Aſſent to the other Prayers to 
profeſs and continue our Union 
and Communion with the Bo- 
dy, wherein the Immoral 
Prayers were uſed without 
conſenting to the Prayers 
themſelves, or involving 
us in the Guilt of them. 
This Conſideration will 
hinder us from being pre- 


ſite 
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the Caſe in View, &c. 
fite Communions, though the 
Prayers themſelves had con- 
tained nothmg to which 
we could ' not heartily 
conſent. 8o Prayers with 
Schiſmaticks, as making us 
one Body, with thoſe who 
are divided from the Ca- 
tholick Church, muſt, alſo 
divide us from the ſame 
priviledged CG atholick Com- 
munion, -S0. Prayers with 
Hereticks, excommunicated for 
their Hereſie, muſt make ws 
alſo one Body with them, 
and accordingly involve 4 


in the ſame Excommunica- 


tion. That is not all, 
Prayers with any Body, 
when it is a Matter of De- 
ſign and Choice, may juſtly 
be interpreted as an Appro- 
bation of the Terms of Com- 
munion, as far (at leaſt) as 

ö bey 
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they are known to the 


not have admitted him, nor 


known Principles of their 


A Further Proſpect of 


Communicant, without which 
the officiating Miniſters could 


juſtified their Conduct in ad- 
mitting him, by the 


Communion. And becauſe 
moſt Ommunions confine 
their Communicants to the 
Catholick Faith, Prayers or 
Sacraments in any particu- 
lar Cmmunions muſt ſup- 
poſe a Conſent to all thoſe 
Particulars which the Gover- 
nours of the reſpective Com- 
munions have defined as Funda- 
mental, The like may be 
preſumed concerning the Sa- | th 
craments and gSacramental I th 
res, and ſuch Ofices alfo 
wherein all the Governours 
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are agreed, and wherein al 
the particular Communicants 
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are ſome way concerned, as 
x1 hug of. perpetual Uſe, and 
immutable by external  Cir- 
cumſtances. But there is not 
the ſame | Reaſan for Fra- 
ers, wherein nothing is 
concerned that is, even 
by the e of the 
i poſed as a 
Condition Ys * 5 
wherein private F atts, and 
private Perſons Rights, and 
Opinions - notoriouſly 2 
putable, are concerned. 
Theſe we have no Rea- 
ſon ro ſuſpect that Pru- 
dent Governdaurs would e- 
ver intend tor Conditions of 
their Communion, - or that 


atherwiſe minded, mould „g- 
nie their Aſſent by an. 
ſwering Amen to —— 

They 


they would therelore  - 
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A Farther Proſpef of 
They know very well“ 
that even the Multitude © Th 
their preſent Communi - 
cants are not ſo unani-· N er 
maus in defending theſe 
Prayers, and the Principle; 
concerned in them, as to 
encourage them ever to 
make thoſe Principles ( Terms 
of their Communion ) which 
are requiſite to juſtifie 
their preſent Practices and 
Prayers too. Should they 
venture to do ſo, they 
know not how many 
they ſhould thereby alie- 
nate of their beſt and moſt 
Conſcrencious Communicants, 
They know withal that we 
act moſt agreeably to the 
Ancient Doctrines of our 
Church received in it ever 
ſince. the Reformation, and 
conſequently to all - 


| the Caſe in View, &c. 
6118/42 Terms 1 Communion, 
oflThey cannot therefore 


m erms of the Communion, in 
ſe relation to theſe Prayers, 
ithout a manifeſt a- 
from their Principles for- 
nerly received by them- 
elves, as. has appeared in 
he. Hiftory of P afſeve ; Obedi- 
once. And their doing ſo, 
s ſo far from being likely 
0. Heal the Schiſm, that it 


rith the new Charge of He- 
o diſingenious as to juſtifie 


the OA Princi 


Tinciples calculated to 


10re invidious and greater 
than 


ill rather aggravate it 
efie, if they ſhould ever be 


erve their preſent Purpoſes, 
his would be a Change 


157 


heir Fas, ſo diſagrecabie 
d the Of ples of the 
burch of England, by nem 


ha — 


than 1 think we have rea- 
fon to fear from their Pr. 

_ + dence as well as their Good. 
will to their Od Brethren, 
Who are ſtill their frmef 
Friends by Principles, ſo 
long as they retain any 
Veneration their 0ʃ 
Principles. They cannot es 
fily think it 'their Interef 
for Politicłt of 4 temporar 
Nature; and Which mu 

0 cher by P wt an End 
either reſer on the 
| New, or a 9 771 
the 07 dundations, t. 
make any chang?" in chei 
Fanding Principles, wic 
ought to —* erpetual; 1 
ſpecial Got ering the h 
ternal Of: fulneſs of thoſe fame 
Old Principles for ' recom 
mending hen to the Fa 
vour of any ſettled Goꝛ 


ment 


the CaſeinView, &c. 
ment of any Sort, when it 
comes to be uncontrover- 


ted. Theſe Reſtraints: they 


have from Providence, that 
may hinder them from ma- 
king their Cauſe zoe: than 
it is by Innovations in the 
Terms of their Communi- 
on. However, till they 
da ſo, and do it expreſly, 
we have no Reaſon. to 
make our own Condition 
1 barder than needs by 
+ graundleſs and improbable 
Fears. In the mean time 
we have the Advantage 
of | them, in interpreting 
their innouated Prayers pro- 
per to themſelves, by our 


öl and Common Principles, 


0 received by both off us be- 
fore there were any Tem- 
tations to Partiality. 80 far 
as their Fads and their 


Prin- 
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Principles are contradictory, 
it is impoſſible to obſerve 
them both. If therefore 
one muſt over-rule - the 
other, the Advantage lyes t 
manifeſtly on the Side of : 
the Hinciples wherein we 7 
are fſtill agreed, and which t 

C 
j 


they have not yet recanted, 
nor are ever likely to do by 
a Conſent 10 unanimous, even 
among themſelves, as would 
be neceflary to make an 
expreſs Aſſent to the contro- 
verted” Prayers a Condition of 
their Communion. This is 
a Reaſon peculiar to theſe 
Prayers, which may excuſe 
us from ratifying them by 
anſwering Amen to them; 
but will mt be applica- 
ble to other Prayers, much 
leſs to other Communions. 
Nor will it only excuſe 

us. 
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us. It will ſhew that 

we act more agreeably to 

the Principles of the Com- 

munion, when it ſhall ceaſe 

to be Schiſmatical, than ei- 

ther the Introducers of the 

new Forms, or the Aſſenters 

to them. For the Principles 

on which we refuſe our A, 

y | ſent, we ſhall then have 

n | greater Authority of our Com- 

Id BY munion itſelf, than our Diſ- 

in | ſenting Brethren can pre- | 

o- | tend for the innovated Pray- | 

ers, We can plead the Au- a 

thority of the whole Body be- 

fore the Schiſm of our Ad- 

verſaries themſelves, as well 

as of our deprived Holy Fathers. 

Even ince the Schiſm, and 

after 1t, we can reckon on 

the Old Authority, as conti- 

nued by our Adverſary Bi- 

ſhops themſelves, till they 
| L can 


A Further Proſpect of 


can repeal our Old Principles 


by a Conſent as unanimous of 
the Biſbops for the Time 
Being, as that was by which 
our Old Principles were at 
frſt Eſtabliſhed. Their Pra- 
dice diſagreeable to their Od 
Principles, can no more be ta- 
ken for an Authoritative Re- 
peal of them by the Laws of 


the Society, than the other 


Faults of Governours, of what 
Kank ſoever, can be fairly 
taken for a Legal Repeal of 
the Laws received by them- 
ielves againſt their own Im- 
moral Practices. The New 
Prayers are no more than 
Immoral Practices, even by 
the Laws of the Communion, 
till they can clear them- 
ſelves of the Principles ſoin- 
conſiſtent with them, Nor 
can they ob lige us to an Aſſent 

to 
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to thoſe Prayers as Conditions 
of our Communion with them 
till they have firſt made 
them conſiſtent with the Prin- 
ciples of our Communion. 


You further ſuggeſt, that =: 


| 3 , 20 O Dj 2 
the Purity of the Chriſtian Wor- pt nay 


13 f e Pray- 
ſhip IS of as much Concernment to bs will ſo. 


the Honour of God, and the Sal- de 1 _ 


T | ; che Impuri- 
vation of Souls, as the Purity of ty of the 


the Chriſtian Faith; and that * 
the Biſhops of the Cat bolick 
Church are as much oblig d to 
provide for the Preſerva- 
tion of the one as of the 
other. I know no Neceſſity 
of entring into the Diſpute 
whether both thoſe Duties 
be egually obliging: It is 
ſufficient to grant you that 
Biſhops are oblig d to take 
Care of both, though perhaps 
not Equally. But I take the 
Deſign of our preſent Diſ- 
464 L 3 pute 


A Further Proſpect of 
pute to concern our on Du- 
ty, not that of our Holy Fa- 
thers. That they themſelves 


are the moſt competent 


Judges of. And none are like 


to be concerned in the Caſe in 
View. Then we ſhall all be 


private Communicants, . when 
we have no Principles of Uni- 
ty to Head us as a Diſtinct 
Communion. And, when we 
are ſo, it will be ſufficient 
for our Security if we can 
preſerve our ſelves from the 
Contagion of the Immoral Pray- 
ers. And for ſecuring us 
from that, you need only 


to recollect what has been 


already proved. I have 


ſhewn the Communion itſelf 


not chargeable with thoſe 
Prayers, becauſe they are 
contrary to the Principles of the 
Communionas a Diſtinct Commu- 

nion. 
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nion. Thence it plainly fol- 


lows that our communicating 
with the Body wherein they 
are uſed,” is not alone ſuffi- 
clent to involve us in the 
Guilt of them. Thence 1 
proved further, that the 
Aſſent ſignified by anſwering 
Amen to thaſe Impare Pra ver: 
is the only thing that can 


pollute us: This, as it 


is againſt our Principles, 
ſo it is in our own Pow- 


er to ſecure our ſelves 


from it. Thus I think I 
have gone through all the 
Difficulties of your Objection; 
at leaſt ſo far as I can foreſee 
them. Nor have I any 
thing more to _ but 
my heartieſt Prayzrs, that 


| God will be pleaſed to 


make our little Flock 


numerous when we come to 
| Pra- 
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8 N 4 i . ga 
1 Nactice. In this T hope 


vou will be pleaſed to | : 
5 ſecond me with _ your | * 
= more efficacious Sacerdotal 
5 Fnterceſſions, in which you 
as will vouchſafe particularl 
= to remember the mean 
RE of your Brethren in this 
. Excellent Cauſo. 
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'>* George Sawbridge, at 
.» the Three Flower-de- 
"5 Luces in Little-Bri- 


tain. 
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HE Ax laid to the 

Root of the Tree: 
Or, a Diſcourſe wherein 
the Anabaptiſts Miſſion and 
\ Miniſtry are Kxamin'd and 
Diſprov'd, their Argu- 
ments for it Refuted at 
large, their Grounds of Se- 
paration from the Church 
of England demonſtrated to 
the Slanders, and the Matter 
of them moſt juſtly retorted 
upon themſelves, as altoge- 

ther inconſiſtent with the 

Notion of a Chriſtian C = 

| | an 
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and 1 creating a Conſtant 
and Indelible Prejudice a- 


gainſt Corimunion with them. 
Wherein likewiſe the Vnity 
of the Church, and Euang eli- 
cal Prieſt hood, are allerved , 


againſt them and all other 


5 Sedaries, of what ſoever De- 


nomination. 


Moderatiqn in Faſhion: 


Or, an Anſwer to a Treatiſe 
written by Mr. Francis Tal- 


lents, Entituled, a ſhort Hi- 
ſtory of Schiſm, c. where- 
in hisScandalousAbuſeofthe ! 
Primitive Fathers, and all E- 
clſraſtical Antiquity, is plainly 


Detected and Refuted ;- and 


the Cafe of the preſent Sebiſm, 
and of Occaſon — ſeonal Conformity, 1 15 


fairly. Stated, and clearly 


Reſolved. By S. G. a Pre- 


byter of the Church of wc | 
* land. LP * We 


\Fy ov . 
tis F I N 1 
: | * 
M 


= « 
— —— > — 2... ˙ x IIS —— by - abc — — ö — ws HS ' — Pn — - — — —ͤ——õ—4——IH So —ͤ— — ſ— 2 


